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LONDON, APRIL 1, 1871. 
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Str JoHN Stuart took his leave of the Chancery 
Bench on the day on which we issued our last number, 
“He did not always please everyone whilst on the Bench 
ho could ?), and yet, on parting with him as an equity 
: , all mustacknowledge that he hasdischarged his office 
ably and faithfully. He followed out without swerving 
the course which he considered right; he was never to 
be cajoled by flattery (which cannot be said of every 
) nor overborne by those who think that they shall 
‘heard for their loud speaking. And, with all his 
Tagged independence, there are few men to whom one 
would more naturaly turn for an example of an English 
gentleman. It may be that, as the Bar some- 
times thought, the Vice-Chancellor was sometimes 
too stubborn in adhering to his first notion of a case, and 
‘closing his ears against argument, or not sufficiently 
attentive and accommodating on petition and motion days. 
These are very small matters when placed side by side 
with his merits. He was the most vigilant of judges in 
detecting and visiting fraud or chicanery, and he cer- 
tainly could give an excellent judgment on a dubious 
point of law. His judgments, perhaps, were more 
frequently reversed that those of Sir R. Kindersley and 
the present Iiord Chancellor, who were for many years 
cellors contemporary with him, but he gave 
Many decisions which are now accepted as settling the 
law on difficult points. In one case, which will be in the 
recollection of many of our readers, Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
tefused to bow to the decision of Court of Appeal, though 
pronounced by no smaller authority than Lord Westbury, 
and on a consideration of the point before the Full Court, 
the decision of the Vice-Chancellor was upheld (Drum- 
mond v. Drummond, 15 W. R. 267). He carries with 
- hidv into his retirement the esteem and the good wishes 

of the legal profession. 














THE MORE WE HEAR of the Court of Hustings Aboli- 
_ tion Bill the more strange does the whole story about it 
become. We were able some time ago to tell our readers 
what this bill contained. We described it then as a bill 
_ “to supersede, in the whole metropolitan district, the 
 Queen’s courts and the Queen’s judges, by judges ap- 
_ pointed by the Common Council of London and a court 
which is a mere pecuniary speculation of the Corporation 
_ of London; and to legalise in an aggravated form, over 
| nm extended area, and with a practical immunity from 
_ all external control, a custom which the highest judicial 
authorities have declared to be unreasonable, mischievous, 
‘nd repugnant to every principle of justice.’ That any- 
One should have impudence enough to propose such a 
Measure seemed to us startling enough. 
__. At that time the bill had not yet been actually intro- 
Guced; Parliament had only just met. But soon after- 
| Wards it was discovered that the bill had not only been 
introduced, but had been introduced as a private bill. 
_ It has been suggested of late that this was an accident, 
though the suggestion has not, as far as we know, come 





from the City authorities. “We hope, however, that the 
suggestion may be true; for we do not hesitate to say 
that, if what was done was done deliberately, it was an 
absolute fraud, on somebody’s part, upon Parliament 
and the public. 

But; really, what passed in the House of Commons on 
this subject a few days ago is the most amazing part of 
the whole story. Mr. Smith, the member for West- 
minster, did the good service of calling attention to the 
matter, with the view of preventing the recurrence of 
such scandals for the future. 

The Attorney-General is reported to have thereupon 
said that— 

‘¢ A mystery hung about this bill which he had vain! 
endeavoured to penetrate. Here was a measure introduc 
under the guise of a bill, simply for the abolition of the 
Court of Hustings; while it actually proposed to create a 
new superior Court, with unlimited jurisdiction in the City 
of London. Its provisions appeared to derogate from the 
prerogatives of the Crown. He had endeavoured to ascer- 
tain how the objectionable clauses found their way into the 
bill, but he had entirely failed. (A laugh.) On the back 
of the bill was the name of his hon. friend the member for 
the city of London, and there were also the names of 
several worthy aldermen ; but not one of these had the remo- 
test idea as to how the clauses got into the bill. (Laughter). 
He thought, however, that the City Remembrancer would 
be in a position to give some information on the subject ; 
but that gentleman also had not even the remotest. idea of 
what the bill contained (renewed laughter). The osten- 
sible object of the bill was merely for the abolition of the 
Court of Hustings ; but by some process, similar to that 
set forth in the Darwinian theory, it nese to have spon- 
taneously eng ym itself into a bill for the creation of a 
superior court of law. (Laughter). He hoped no such 
attempt would be made again. (Hear, hear). Whoever 
did draw up these clauses made a gross attempt to abuse the 
process of private bill legislation. 

Are we to believe that members of Parliament are in 
the habit of lending their names and the weight of 
their authority to bills of which they know absolutely 
nothing ? That aman of Mr. Crawford’s position and 
experience (to say nothing of the several worthy alder- 
men) should have had to avow that he had done this 
cannot but give rise toa painful suspicion that such a 
course is not uncommon; and we can hardly imagine 
anything more calculated to lower the credit of Parlia- 
ment in the eyes of the public. But further, this bill 
purported to issue from the office of the City Remem- 
brancer, and bore that gentleman’s name indorsed upon 
it. Yet we learn from the Attorney-General that “ that 
gentleman also had not even the remotest idea of what the 
bill contained.” If this be so, either the City Remem- 
brancer has recklessly given his imprimatur to that of 
which he knew nothing, or some one else has im- 
properly used hisname. The circumstances imperatively 
call for an investigation into the conduct of business in 
the City Remembrancer’s office. We trust the citizens 
of London will insist on such an investigation, and on 
the adoption of such precautions as may prevent what 
has happened in this case happening again. 

That the real authors of this bill, and those really 
responsible, whether through design or through negli- 
gence, for the mode of its introduction, have not had the 
courage to declare themselves we are not in the least 
surprisel. It is a safe course though a shabby one. 





A SOMEWHAT UNUSUAL CIRCUMSTANCE took place at 
the Middlesex Sessions the other day, when the Deputy 
Assistant Judge, after having passed sentence on a 
prisoner, altered the sentence and imposed a heavier one 
on the suggestion of the jury who had tried the case. 
The power of the judge to do this has been questioned, 
but probably there is no doubt upon the point. The 
sentence orally passed on a prisoner can always be re- 
called or altered until it has been formally recorded, 
which is seldom done until the conclusion of the 
sittings. We believe a judge now on the bench waa in 
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the habit at one time of occasicnally passing heavy sen- | 
tences in public on prisoners in whose cases he considered 
it necessary to make a public example, and afterwards 
privately directing a less sentence to be recorded. This 
practice, however, though no doubt perfectly legal, was 
not approved of by other judges; it was, in fact, but a 
well-intended fraud upon the public, and was, we believe, 
subsequently discontinued. It has been less usual to 
increase the sentence first passed than to remit part of it. 
A case, however, occurred about a year or two ago, on 
the Home Circuit, in which the judge increased a sen- 
tence he had just passed on a prisoner, who was guilty of 
violent conduct in the dock. 

With regard to the late case in the. Middlesex Sessions, 
it is certainly to be regretted that the Deputy Assistant 
Judge should have attended to the recommendation of 
the jury. He should have passed, in the first instance, 
the sentence he thought sufficient to vindicate the law; 
and although he might, with propriety, attend to a 
subsequent recommendation in favour of mercy, we can- 
not think he was justified in acceding to the wish of the 
jury that the sentence should be increased. The objections 
to allowing a jury to interfere with the discretion of the 
judge as to sentences are numerous and obvious. Amongst 
minor reasons may be mentioned this, that the jurymen 
are not likely to know, as the judge ought, what is the real 
effect of the various sentences. Thus, two years’ im- 
prison ment, the sentence passed at the suggestion of the 
jury in this case, is, owing to the prison regulations, a 
very severe sentence indeed. It is the utmost period of 
imprisonment, as distinguished from penal servitude, 
which the law allows; and we believe few prisoners can 
undergo the discipline for so long a period without the 
most serious results to’ their health, and even to their 
lives. Many judges have said that they never would 
pass the sentence at all, and all authorities, we believe, 
agree in considering it, in reality, although not in name, 
a heavier sentence than five years’ penal servitude. 








THE SERVICE OF SUMMONSES has been the subject. of 
observation by two of the metropolitan county court 
judges this week. In one court a travelling draper, or 
‘*tallyman” had a long list of cases, and in many of 
them defendants appeared and alleged overcharge, at the 
same time producing bills which showed from ten to 
thirty per cent. less than was claimed. The judge 
inquired of the plaintiff’s agent how these numerous 
overcharges arose, for prima facie they looked like at- 
tempts at fraud, and in the ag te to a serious 
amount. The agent said he took the amounts correctly 
from his employer’s books, and he often found on the 
hearing of summonses that the collectors had received 
money for which they had given receipts, but had not 
accounted for it. The judge said that was not saying much 
for the proposal recently made of entrusting plaintiffs 
with the service of their own summonses. Persons who 
could do what these collectors were now alleged to have 
done were certainly not fit to be trusted with the im- 
portant duty of serving process. 

At another court a complaint was made that a bailiff 
had made a return to a service of a summons, to the 
effect that he had given it to the defendant’s wife, who 
promised to give it to her husband the same day, when 
in point of fact the husband was in Australia, and the 
summons had never been served at all. It is understood 
that the Judicature Commission incline to the abolition 
of bailiff-service. 





WE ARE VERY GLAD to observe that the House of 
Lords have, by their select committee, declared the pre- 
amble proved of the Albert Insurance Arbitration Bill, 
and to learn that Lord Cairns is intended to be the arbi- 
trator. In the bill the arbitrator is only referred to as 
“‘a person to be named by Parliament.” 








THE PUBLIC PROSECUTION BILL, 1871. 


The Public Prosecution Bill introduced this year is 
similar measure to that which was read a second time- 
last session and referred to a select committee, and upon 
which we then commented at length (14 S. J. 569). 

There are, however, some alterations of considerable im- 
portance. Under the bill of last year the duty of the proposed: 
public prosecutor was to examine into the evidence upon 
which criminal charges had been, or were proposed to be,. 
preferred, and to take up the prosecution or not at his 
discretion. He had also a discretionary power of with- 
drawing from any prosecution he had taken up, if at any 
time it appeared to him that there was no reasonable 
probability of the accused person being convicted. By: 
the bill of this year it is proposed to give much less dis- 


cretionary power to the public presecutor. He is required’ . 


to prosecute in all indictable offences (except common 
assault, defamation or non-repair of a highway or bridge): 
when the accused person has been committed, bailed, or 
detained in custody to take his trial. He may also inter-- 
fere at an. earlier stage if he thinks fit, and is to be bound 
to do so if directed by a judge of a court of law or equity, 
or the Attorney-General, or by justices in general, 
quarter, or petty sessions. He is not to withdraw from 
any prosecution except with the consent of the Attorney-. 
General or of one of the counsel for public: prosecutions, 
whom it is proposed to appoint, or of the court before 
which the trial is to be had. Farther, although he has 
power to commence a prosecution entirely of his own 
accord, yet if he does so he is, as soon as practicable, . to- 
inform the counsel for public prosecutions of the 
fact and of the ground of this proceeding. Thus it will 
be seen that the office now proposed to be created is one 
of considerably less responsibility than that proposed by: 
last year’s bill. On the whole, the change is perhaps 
for the better. Under the bill of last year anyone prose-- 
cuted by the public prosecutor would take his trial with 


a certain amount of prejudice against him in consequence- - 


of the preliminary investigation by the public proseeutor 
having obviously proved adverse to him, while, on the 
other hand, anyone prosecuted by a private prosecutor 
might have an unfair advantage from the .circumstance 

of the public prosecutor having declined to take up the- 
case. There is, therefore, much to be said in favour of 
having all cases which magistrates have thought fit to 
commit for trial prosecuted by the public prosecutor sub- 

ject to powers of withdrawing with the consent of the- 
counsel for public prosecutions. The counsel for public 
prosecutions, who appear in this bill, are substituted for 
the “ circuit counsel ” of last year. They are not to ex-- 
ceed three in number, and this probably is the reason for 
the change of name. As we understand the,bill their 
duties are to be solely to advise the public prosecutor,. 
and, therefore, they are not to conduct the prosecutions 
in their capacity of counsel. This must, we think, be in- 
tended, though we think it should be a little more clearly 
expressed. It is obviously not meant that it is to be their 
duty to prosecute, for it would be absurd to give the con- 
duct of all criminal prosecutions throughout the country 
to three counsel only. The only duty expressly mentioned 
is that of giving advice ; and then, without further de- 
fining the counsel’s duties, it is said that he shall not be 

retained or act otherwise than in the performance of his 

duties as counsel for public prosecutions in any case in 

which he has advised or interfered as such counsel. This,. 
we presume, is equivalent to saying that he shall not be: 
prosecuting counsel, but as his title might imply the con- 

trary, it would be well to have a distinct statement in 
the bill as to whether or not it is meant that the prosecu- 

tions shall be or may be conducted by the counsel who 

has advised upon them, The appointment of the counsel! 
and the rules for their and the public prose- 


cutor’s guidance, are to be made by the Attorney-General 
and not by the Home Secretary, as proposed last year, 
which is an undoubted improvement. 

As regards the method of appointing public prosecu- 
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tors it is the same as that which was probably intended 
last year, but the sections of the bill have been revised, 
apd are now more acéurately drawn, so as to remove the 
doubts which might have arisen. It is as follows:—The 
Secretary of State is to constitute districts (and may alter 
them from time to time), each of which is to have, as a 
public prosecutor, an attorney of any standing (last 
year’s bill required a standing of ten years), appointed 
by the Secretary of State. For the district of the Central 
Criminal Court the Secretary of State has an absolute 
power of selection, but in all other cases the magistrates 
of any jurisdiction, part of which is within the district 
for which a public prosecutor is to ‘be appointed, are to 
haze power to recommend one or more persons not ex- 
ceeding three, and the Secretary or State is to be bound 
to appoint one of the persons so recommended. A 
recommendation by justices for a county is to be made at 
, an annual general, general or quarter sessions, and by 
justices for a borough ata special sessions summoned, 
for the purposes. Thus it follows that if the several bodies 
of justices within the district are unanimous in selecting 
one person only, they have an absolute power of appoint- 
ment. In many cases, no doubt, the district of the public 
- prosecutor would be within one jurisdiction only, and 
then the power of the magistrates over the appointment 
would be absolute, unless they chose to give it up to the 
Secretary of State by reéommending more than one per- 
son, and leaving him'to select. On the whole, this 
system of making the appointment seems as good a one 
as could be devised, being a fair compromise between 
two systems, to either of which objection may be made. 
The remuneration of the public prosecutor is to be the 
same as proposed last year—that is to say, he is to have 
a salary fixed by the Treasury, and an allowance for 
offices and clerks, and also to have the usual costs as 
allowed to any other prosecutor. If the expenses allowed 
for any witnesses are not sufficient to cover their actual 
expenses, a further sum may be allowed upon a certificate 
signed by the public prosecutor and countersigned 
by the justices or the clerk of the court, as the case 
may be. Thus, in cases which come on for trial, the 
public prosegutor will seldom be out of pocket. The 
point, however, to which we drew attention last year, 
that in cases where ‘the prosecution is dropped, there is 
no provision for payment of expenses incurred, has not 
been attended to. This is not of so great importance as 
it would have been under the bill of last year, for there 
is more restriction placed by this year’s bill on the 
power to withdraw. It is, however, a point which ought 
to be provided for, since it is certainly not desirable that 
there should be a direct pecuniary inducement to con- 
tinue any prosecution in which the public prosecutor has 
incurred any expense. Farther, we think the section 
under which dctual expenses to witnesses may be allowed 
in certain cases though beyond the usual scale, might, 
with advantage, be extended to some other cases such as 
to the expenses of plans, models, analyses, or the like. 
We believe that on important criminal trials a fairly 
. liberal allowance is usually made by clerks of assize or 
other taxing officers for such expenses, but in ordinary 
cases they are not allowed at all. The bill contains a 
Provision that the Secretary of State may, with the 
consent of the Treasury, at any time direct that public 
prosecutions shall be paid, wholly or subject to atiy ex- 
ceptions, by salary in lieu of costs and expenses. As to 
provision it is perhaps sufficient to say that we 
cannot conceive any Secretary of State acting upon it, 
The present system, or rather want of system, as to pro- 
Secutions is bad enough, but it is not half so bad asa 
system would be under which prosecutions were farmed 
out to public prosecutors at a fixed sum, out of which 
they were to make as much as they could by doing 
everything as cheaply as possible. 
The bill on the whole is fairly drafted, but there are a 
few slips. Thus section 28 refers to’ circuit counsel, an 


office which was proposed to be created by the bill of 


present bill, in which the circuit counsel is replaced by 
the counsel for public prosecutions. This slip is the 
more curious because section 28 is a new.section and not 
one copied from last year’s bill. Again section 9, which 
is one of the sections copied from last year’s bill, and 
which provides for the case of private prosecutors taking 
up cases from which the public prosecutor withdraws, 
requires some verbal amendment to bring it into accor- 
dance with the other provisions of this bill. There is 
also a somewhat curious provision in the 8th section, 
which might be construed as making it unlawful for the 
Attorney-General to conduct any prosecution, unless he 
was directed to do so by a Secretary of State. This would 
be a considerable interference with the present privileges 
and powers of the Attorney-General, and is probably not 
intended. 

Some amendment has been made on most of the points 
upon which we criticised the bill of last year. Upon the 
question of the liability of a public prosecutor to an ac- 
tion for malicious prosecution no direct provision isin- 
troduced, but there is a section protecting him by a six 
months’ limitation for the commencement of all actions 
in respect of anything done in pursuance or in execution 
of the Act, and also by requiring a month’s notice of 
action to be given. We could have wished that our 
suggestion had been adopted, that the costs of a public 
prosecutor incurred by him in proving successfully that 
he had reasonable and probable cause for his acts, should 
be treated as part of the expenses of his office, and be 
paid to him as such, in all cases where the plaintiff who 
had unsuccessfully sued him could not be made to pay 
them. Probably, however, the risk that public prose- 
cutors appointed under this bill will run of having such 
actions brought against them will not be large, though 
under last year’s bill, which gave them such extensive 
discretionary power, it might have been considerable. 
We sincerely trust the bill will pass. 





EXPORTS TO BELLIGERENTS. 


Rules of international law, strictly so called, have 
grown into being by an international acquiescence of 
practice or tacit consent. Among these there is none 
more undoubted or more clearly defined than that which 
is thus expressed in the often cited passage in Wheaton:— 


“ There is nothing in the law of nations which 
prohibits our citizens from sending armed vessels as well 
as munitions of war to foreign ports for sale. It is a com- 
mercial venture which no nation is bound to prohibit, and 
which only exposes the persons engaged in it to the penalty 
of confiscation.’’ 

Of late years it has become the fashion among the 
civilised powers for neutrals to submit to the creation 
of the exception from this rule of the “ armed vessels.” 
There was a double reason in favour of that exception ; 
the magnitude of such an export renders it really an 
“armament,” and also offers considerable facility for 
detection. Subject to that exception the rale remains 
as Wheaton and Kent enunciated it. 

Perhaps it is but human nature to assert your legal 
tights when the law happens to be convenient for. you, 
and to try and get other people to forego theirs when it 
does not. At any rate we are not inclined to cherish any 
ill feeling against Prussia, because, after taking her 
stand on this rule during the Crimean war, among 
other occasions, she tried hard during her own late war 
with France to induce England to forego it. Nor do we 
attach any significance to the dissatisfaction which is 
stated to have been occasioned in Germany by our 
Government’s then declining to do more than abide by 
the international rule as it stands. England is grumbled 
at (the common lot of neutrals) because she was & 
neutral and not au ally; and of course the discontent 
at having the cold impartiality of neutrality instead of 
the warm support of alliance finds expression in im- 











last year, but of which no other mention is made in the 





peachment of the neutrality itself, which, by the way, 
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has received, in being abused by both sides, the highest 
compliment which neutrality can be paid. 

Last Tuesday Mr. Lowther made a motion in the House 
of Commons, calling on the Government to “ endeavour 
to arrive, in conjunction with foreign Powers, at a settle- 
ment of the question of the export of arms and munitions 
of war from neutral to belligerent States.” Exception 
might indeed have been taken to the terms of the mo- 
tion. There is no question at all in the matter, except 
the question which Mr. Lowther raises, whether the de- 
finite rule ought not to be abolished. However, it is just 
as well that the subject should have been discussed, and 
the form of the question did not much matter. 

The point is one which seems clear enough, and yet it 
is one upon which there is considerable lack of full ap- 
prehension. Even the largely educated Times fell on 
Wednesday morning into the error of treating this rule of 
international law as one of those relics of the warfare of 
harder and more barbarous ages, which yield in succea- 
sion to the advance of modern culture. The fact is pre- 
cisely the reverse, this is a rule adopted and engrafted in 
modern times, because it was found to be convenient. 

No doubt it would be much better if private subjects 
of neutral powers would content themselves without 
trying to make a trade profit out of foreign wars. 
Those who engage in this sort of commerce are entitled 
to no sympathy whatever; but the question is,—would it 
be well to saddle neutral Governments with the duty of 
stopping it ? Ofcourse no one would dream of imposing 
on neutral powers a duty of preventing “ contraband ex- 
ports” generally, and thus importing into international 
diplomacy all the complicated questions—as to things an- 
cipitis usus, port of destination, &c.,&c., which the curious 
may see discussed in the prize cases in Robertson’s Reports. 
If any modification were to be resolved and agreed on, it 
should only be as to some very explicitly defined class 





(or perhaps even list) of articles such as arms, powder, ; 


and so forth. Would it be well that neutral Powers 
should have imposed upon them the duty of preventing 
export to that extent ? 

As to any animosity between neutral and belligerent 
peoples, such as that lately displayed by Prussian sub- 
jects against England, the imposition of this responsi- 
bility on neutrals is not likely to diminish that : such ani- 
mosity is aimed, as we have said, at the neutrality itself; 
belligerents will always be disposed to “call names,” and if 
you take away one pretext another will be picked up. 
As long as the complaints made of a neutral Power can 
find no more solid foundation than expatiations about 
“benevolent neutrality” and so forth, they are not likely to 
be more than temporary disturbers of national equanimities, 
but the danger of saddling neutrality with onerous respon- 
sibilities is that every failure in her task, however inno- 
cent and unavoidable, makes as it were a prima facie 
case against her,on which it may be extremely difficult 
to satisfy an angry complaint. Now the responsibility 
under which a neutral Power would be placed if she 
were required to prevent all exports of arms from her 
shores, is nothing short of fearful. The Times says :— 

“ There is no doubt that the departure of cargoes of guns 
or powder could be easily ascertained, and that there would 
be no more trouble in stopping them than in stopping 
vessels under the present Foreign Enlistment. Act.” 

You might as well say that smuggling is as “ easily 
ascertained’ as invasion. The keenest vigilance could 
not prevent the escape—we do not say of “cargoes of 
guns or powder,” because it is not likely that exporters 
would offer « Jarger mark to detection than they could 
help—but of very numerous consignments, of larger und 
smaller dimensions, disguised in various manners. It 
is perfectly true that the difficulty of enforcing a law 
and detecting infringements is not always a reason 
against enacting it, because, in the general case, the 
evasions do no more harm than the same acts did before 
the enactment, while the prevented cases are so much 
gained. Bot here the case is the very reverse, the suc- 
cessful evasions would produce incalculable mischief. 


A belligerent discovers that a quantity of arms have been. 
smuggled out of a neutral country into that of the other 
belligerent; a complaint is lodged, and compensation 
demanded. The neutral replies, through her foreign. 
minister, that every effort was honestly made to detect 
all evasions, and that she cannot be responsible. 
for not having effected impossibilities. The other side, 
however, prefers insisting the matter as a case of collusive 
and wilful default or perhaps, as a case of culpable. 
negligence, and so the foundations are laid of a very 
promising Alabama case. The responsibility is too 
great for any neutral Power to undertake, especially 
when the possible consequences of failure are taken into 
consideration. Again, as to cordiality or animosity be-. 
tween the peoples, the alteration of the present rule could 
only inflame the inevitable ill-feelings which arise on 
such occasions. Even though the neutral Power might 
succeed in satisfying a belligerent Government of the- 
propriety of her conduct in the matter of any evasions 
complained of, or at any rate, tender such explanations 
as they might deem it politic to accept, there is not the 
smallest probability that the people of the belligerent in 
question would believe in a single word of the excuse. 
The position of a neutral Government saddled with 
such a responsibility as the above would be something 
like that of the typical railway pointsman, with the ad- 
ditional circumstance of the drivers being bent on 
dodging him if possible. It is not surprising, therefore, 
that Mr. Lowther’s motion was ultimately withdrawn, 
But Sir Roundell Palmer, who pointed out very clearly 
and very forcibly the inexpediency of ‘entertaining the 
proposals, made a suggestion which, to say the least, is 
worthy of very serious consideration. So far as its 
foreign policy is concerned, our Government simply 
ignores the trade in contraband. It is under no obliga- 
tion to prevent the trade, but if the traders will engage 
in it, and suffer capture, the Government will not help 
them. But the trade is not illegal; and, therefore, our 


| municipal law takes full cognizance of it and its trans- 


| 





actions, Such a contraband adventure “ is a lawful con- 
tract, and the ordinary rights of property result: from it.” 
(Lord Westbury in Chavasse and Grazebrook’s case, 13 
W. R. 627,6 N. R. 6). Why should not the municipal 
law also ignore this commerce and all contracts arising 
out of it? Thatis Sir Roundell Palmer’s suggestion, and 
a very good one it is, It remains, however, to be con- 
sidered whether, before England adopts any suggestion 
of that kind, there should not be an agreement by other 
Powers to do the same. 








REVIEWS. 


A Treatise on the Law of Discovery. By Wiut1am Wit~ 


LiaMsoN Kerr. London: Maxwell & Son. 1871. 


This book, by the well-known author of ‘‘ Kerr.on In- 
junctions,” seems to us to present all the characteristics of 
that work. To those of our readers whose good or evil 
fortunes take them much into courts of equity it will 
hardly be necessary to add anything more, but for the sake 
of those not so situated it may be convenient to explain 
that the present work has all the same excellencies of sub- 
stance, together with the peculiar fault of style, which 
may, we think, be fairly treated as characteristic of Mr. 
Kerr’s writings. ‘The arrangement of the book is thought- 
ful, logical, and exhaustive, and the questions are treated 
with a fulness and accuracy of detail which, for purposes of 
reference, leaves but little to be desired ; but, nevertheless, 
the book is rather a compendium than “ a treatise.” Without 
venturing to affirm that every case pertinent to the subject, 
and published before the issue of the book, isin some way 
referred to, we must admit that we have been unable to lay 
our hands on any exception to this rule, and the practi- 
tioner, who desires to know what is the law as laid down 
by authority, will be certain to find in its sappro- 
priate page the desired reference, which will enable him 
to discover this. But this is all that he will find: he will 
look in vain for any discussion of the general principles to- 
be evolved from the decisions quoted ; still leas need he hope 
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tofind any disquisition on any of the numerous points of 
importance not yet closed by decision. Nay, so anxious 
does Mr. Kerr appear to be not to let himself be betrayed 
into advancing an opinion of his own, that he frequently con- 
fines himself to reproducing the marginal notes of the cases 
cited in so bald a form as to render large portions of the 
book more or less ‘‘unreadable.”* This course also fre- 
quently gives rise to a curious sort of iteration, which, 
though not perhaps objectionable in substance, greatly 
detracts from the pleasure of reading the work. Asan 
instance of this peculiarity we may quote the following 
passage (p. 134) :— alg ‘ 

“Communications made before litigation but in contem- 
plation of, and with reference to a litigation which was ex- 
pected, and which afterwards arose, are as privileged as 
communications after litigation commenced, if they relate to 
the matters in dispute. To entitle confidential communica- 
tions between a client and his legal adviser to protection from 
discovery, itis not necessary that they should have been 
made in contemplation of the suit, it is sufficient if they 
relate to, and were made in the course of the dispute which 
is the subject of the suit.” 

In this sentence the latter clause clearly includes the 
former, and the actual state of the law (which is given 
accurately at page 140) is somewhat more favourable to the 


protection than either, but these being the very points de- | 
cided in the cases referred to in /oc., Mr. Kerr simply repeats | 
This comes very near to- an | 


them accurately in his text. 
offence against a wholesome rule laid down by Mr, Kerr 
himself—‘‘ Needless prolixity is impertinence, although the 
matter should be relevant. The repetition of a material 
statement may amount to impertinence” (p. 218). 

A striking instance of this last fault occurs in the very 
chapter from which this rule has been quoted. At p. 214 
Mr. Kerr says, quoting Gen. Ord. xv. r. 3, ‘‘a defendant is 
not prohibited from answering any statement or charge in 
the bill which he may consider it necessary to his defence 


to answer, subject to the restriction that, if he answer any | 
statement or charge in the bill to which he is not interro- 
gated, only by stating his ignorance of the matter so 
charged or stated, such answer is deemed impertinent.” 
And shortly afterwards (at p. 220) we fiud, ‘‘ When a de- 


matter so stated or charged, such answer shall be deemed 
impertinent.” 


sider the book a most valuable addition to the library ofa 


amongst our ‘‘ books of reference” rather than to rank it as 
a “ treatise.” 


portance, which any reader can easily correct for himself, 
but there is one obvious misprint which we are totally un- 
able to correct, even by reference to the authorities cited in 
support of the proposition intended to be advanced. Mr. 
Kerr says (p. 17), with perfect correctness, ‘‘ If the defence 
is by plea, the plaintiff will not be entitled, until the ques- 
tion raised by the plea has been determined, to any discover 

which may not be necessary for the triai of the plea iteelh, 
The plea will arrest the progress of the cause until the plea 
shall have been argued ; and if the bill be not framed so as 
to make discovery necessary for the trial of the plea itself, 
no discovery can be had until after the trial of the plea.” 
So far so good ; but then comes the following sentence :— 
“Tf, however, the bill be so framed as to make discovery neces- 
sary for the trial of the plea, the plea will arrest the progress 
of the cause till the plea shall have been tried.”” Now this is 
certainly not true in any other sense than this, that every 
plea necessarily arrests the progress of the cause till it is 
argued, and if allowed on argument, till it is tried; 
and in the particular case suggested the fact is that the plea 
will not postpone the discovery required at all. ‘The cases 
cited are Harris v. Harris (3 Ha. 454), which only decides 
that such a plea will be overruled if it does not afford the 
discovery necessary for the purpose of trying it, and 
Buchanan v. Hodgson (11 Beav. 368), which is to the effect 
that discovery not necessary for this purpose will be post- 
poned till after the argument of the plea. We are quite 
sure, therefore, that Mr. Kerr did not write the passage we 
have quoted as it is printed, but what he did write we are 








* We do not by this mean to imply any fault other than of 
style, A t, which this book is toa great extent, is neces- 
sarily ble, but a “ Treatise” ought not to be so. 








unable to discover, and we beg to call his attention to the 
= in case of the publication of a list of errata or a second 
edition. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Vick-CHANCELLOR STUART. 
RETIREMENT OF THE VICE-CHANCELLOR. 


March 25.—The business before the Court having been 
disposed of, and, as the Vice-Chancellor was about to leave 
the Court, Mr. Greene, Q.C., as the leader of the Bar in 
this Court, rose and addressed the Vice-Chancellor, the 
whole bar rising and standing throughout the address. 

Greene, Q.C., then said, with emotion which he at times 
could hardly suppress,—May it please your Honour, the 
business of the sittings having now come to a close, and 
your Honour having signified your intention of retiring, 
it becomes my duty Bey privilege, on behalf of the Bar, 
and especially of those members of it who have practised 
in the Court over which you have so long presided, io ex- 
press our unfeigned and heartfelt respect for your Honour, 
and our deep sorrow at the loss we shall now sus- 
tain at this interruption—I will not say severance—of our 
connexion here, and our high sense of the friendship and 
esteem which will always render the remembrance of our 
labours here light and easy to us. Sir, it will be some con- 


| solation to us that you are retiring in the full enjoyment of 
| your health and in the full vigour of your intellect. Nor 


was the state of business in this court ever in a more satis- 
factory condition, The cause paper which was placed 
before your Honour at the commencement of the sittings 
has been entirely disposed of, and indeed of those causes 
that have been set down during the course of the sittings, 


| many, even if not most, of them have been also disposed of. 


But it is not simply the energy and expedition you have 


| displayed in’ the conduct of business during the period of 


nearly 20 years that you have occupied that chair which 


| claims our admiration, there are other reasons more im- 
fendant answers any statement or charge in a bill to which | portant which entitle you to the gratitude of fhe Bex, a9 
he is not interrogated only by stating his ignorance of the | 


shown by this day’s attendance. Many important ques- 
tions involving property of immense amount have been 
brought before your Honour, and they have been adjudi- 


It will be gathered from what we have said that we con- | cated upon with a perspicuity of intellect, an accuracy and . 


extent of learning, an acuteness of thought, a ripeness of 


practising lawyer, though we should be inclined to place it | experience, and, above all, with a steadfast adherence to 


those sound principles and decisions which were laid dowa 
by the Fathers of Equity—Lord Hardwicke, Lord Eldon, 


There are a few obvious typographical errors of no im- | and Sir William Grant, as the landmarks of equity jurispru- 


dence. It is this circumstance which marks the character 
of a great judge. Again, I must call to mind the 
attention which your Honour has ever given to the business 
of the Court, given alike to the youngest novice in the same 
measure and > ae as to the most experienced advocate, 
and that considerate kindness which marks the character of 
a true gentleman. When I look around and see the full 
attendance of the bar on this occasion, I cannot doubt for 
@ moment that it is due to the personal as well as to the 
judicial character of your Honour (loud cheering), and that 
the crowded condition of the court this day will convey to 
yan Honour’s mind with greater force and eloquence than 

can in words express our best wishes for your undis- 
turbed happiness in your retirement. I might stop here, 
and, indeed. I have only one further remark to make, that, 
in leaving us, the bar offers to your Honour the expression 
of their deep gratitude and their thanks for all the kindness 
they have received at your hands, and with these words I 
bid your Honour farewell. 

The Vick-CHANCELLOR, who was himself evidently much 
affected, said—I am obliged to you, gentlemen, and to you, 
Mr. Greene. In this court which ro now leaving my 
best days have been spent among you and those ornaments 
of the Bar before your time, whose worthy successors you 
are. You have made me proud by the unusual honour you 
have done me by publicly expressing your approbation of 
my conduct. The remembrance of this distinction will 
brighten my future days. My wish is to declare here m 
sense of the extraordinary honour and ability with whi 

‘ou gentlemen of the Bar discharge your important duties. 
ut for that the benefit to the public of the satisfactory 
despatch of business in this Court could not have been 
attained. For your conduct towards myself and the 
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uniform respect and consideration which I have received 
from you, I am deeply grateful. I take my leave of this 
Court with my kindest and best wishes for your welfare. 





COURTS OF BANKRUPTCY. 
Lincotn’s-Inn Fiexps. 
(Before the Corer Jupce.) 
March 25.—Re Gatehouse, ex parte Porter. 

- This was an appeal from the Birkenhead County Court. 
Gatehouse, a brewer in Birkenhead, on 30th November last 
filed a petition for liquidation by arrangement. He was 
the owner of five licensed public houses in Birkenhead. 
Under the liquidation petition Mr. Bolland was appointed 
receiver and ordered to take possession of the property. 
The licenses of the different houses were in the hands of 
men employed by Mr. Gatehouse (of whom Porter was one) 
at wages of 30s. per week; their respective names also 
being over the doors of the houses. Possession was taken 
by the receiver on his appointment, the managers in several 
cases being retained as his representatives at the same wages 
as previously paid to them, Matters remained in that 
position for a fortnight, the managers rendering weekly 
accounts to the receiver, and being paid their weekly wages 
as his servants, when Porter, being under liabilities on 
accommodation bills for Mr. Gatehouse, filed his own 
petition for liquidation. Under this petition the Court 
appointed one of its officers receiver, and at his instance, 
made an ex parte order, restraining the receiver in Gate- 
house’s case from further dealing with the property of 
which he had previously been ordered to take possession. 
The receiver of the estate of Gatehouse thereupon moved 
the Court for an order that its officer, the receiver, should 
give up the property of the two managers to him as repre- 
sentative of the estate of Gatehouse, but the Court decided 
in favour of the receiver in Porter’s case, ruling that as the 
managers had been held forth by Gatehouse to the public as 
principals, their names being over the doors, and the licenses 
also being in their names, the property passed to their 
creditors as being in their order and disposition at the time 
of filing their petitions. From that decision the trustee in 
Gatehouse’s case has appealed. 


Winslow and Wheeler for the appellant contended that | 


the manager was not a trader, bnt merely a bailee for Gate- 
house, and had no power over the goods in the house to 
apply them to his own use. There was no consent on the 
part ef the trustees in Gatehouse’s case to the manager 
holding possession of the goods in his own right; he 
held only as the trustee’s servant. 
tised the property for sale, and thus excercised his right of 
ownership. 

Bagley relied upon the fact that Gatehouse had held out 
these managers as principals, and was bound by his own act 
so to regard them. 

The Cuter Jupce—Substantially, the facts appear not to 
be disputed. The whole stress of the argument on the part 
of the respondent has been to make out that the chattels— 
the moveable chattels, the stock and things which could not 
be removed without interfering with the fittings and fixtures 
—were in the order and disposition of Mr. Porter, with the 
consent of the true owner, and this at the time of Mr. 
Porter’s bankruptcy. Order and disposition is now, as it 
always has been, a question of fact. Can it be said either 
in point of fact or in point of law, that the chattels which 
are alone in question—I mean the moveable chattels were in 
the order and disposition of Mr. Porter? The question is 
whether these chattels were within the meaning of the 15th 
clause of the Act, in the order and disposition of the 
bankrupt; that he having taken upon himself to sell and dis- 
pose of them he himself became bankrupt, because I consider 
the presentation of this petition to be in itself an act of bank- 
ruptey. What are the facts? On the 30th November, 
Gatehouse presents a petition, upon which he is afterwards 
adjudicated a bankrupt. The presentation of the petition 
was an act of bankruptcy. Whether he has been adjudi- 
cated on that act or not does not signify. Adjudicated he 
has been. Iam aware that between the 30th November 
and the date of the adjudication there had been an attempt 
to liquidate by arrangement, which attempt fell through. 
Whether the adjudication proceeded upon that act of bank- 
ruptey, which I fibd to be proved as having been committed 
on the 30th of November or not, makes no kind of differ- 
ence, because from that 30th November every part of 
Gatehouse’s estate passed not to the receiver, for it still 








The trustee had adver- | 





remained his estate, but on the appointment of a trustee 
became vested in the trustee. The trustee’s title related 
back to that act of bankruptcy. Then the receiver after 
that—an officer of the Court, discharging the duties that 
belong to his position—goes and seizes and lays hold of this 
property, not then the property of the bankrupt, but the 
property of the debtor. The receiver claims that by virtue 
of his office of receiver, and by reason of the petition that 
has been filed. Can it be said that there could be any 
consent to the possession by Porter? Who was there to 
consent? Some question has been suggested about Gate-- 
house being the true owner. But who was to consent ? The 
receiver, having no power to consent, nor to do anything but 
to discharge his duty, goes and lays hands upon everything 
that is capable of possession. He is met by Porter, who, let it 
be assumed, up to that time had been the ostensible owner— 
Porter relinquishes all claim, and undertakes then and there to 
serve the receiver at thirty shillings a week, and to retain 
possession, not by any right he possesses, but only in the 
right‘of Mr. Bolland. Now, is it possible to argue after that 
that there is any case of any order or disposition by Porter * 
But the argument is based upon the transaction by which 
Porter was held out to the world as being the tenant of that 
property. It seems that he so imposed upon the licensing 
magistrates in Cheshire. There is no suggestion on the 
part of Gatehouse for rent, nor any offer by Porter to pay 
any. Now, that is all that has given colour to this case. 
If that feature had not existed, I cannot conceive how such 
a decision as has been pronounced could have been arrived 
at. ButI must deal with it as I find it. The true owner 
having committed an act of bankruptcy, the officer of the 
court whose duty it is thereupon to act does go and take 
possession, and nothing after that done by Porter, or to be 
inferred from anything that Porter did, could set aside that 
title which, by the filing of the petition of the 30th of No- 
vember, had been created in favour of Gatehouse’s creditors. 
I think the property in the chattels, as well as those which 
would be in the order and disposition of the bankrupt, still 
remain as they were on the 30th of November, when the 
bankruptcy was committed, the estate of Gatehouse, to be 
distributed among his creditors; and to that extent and in 
that manner I must discharge the commissioner's order,: 
and I must declare that the whole of that property is and 
forms part of the estate of Gatehouse, and is so to be ad- 
ministered and distributed. 

The Curer JupcE, on the application of the appellant, 


| granted costs. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Tuomas Postietuwaite, solicitor, of Ulverston, 
Lancashire, has been appointed Registrar of the Ulver- 
{ ston County Court, in succession to his deceased brother, 


Mr, J. P. Postlethwaite. Mr. T. Postlethwaite was certi- 
ficated in 1841, and was for many years in partnership with 
his late brother. 


Mr. Georce Mircurtt Seanroxe, solicitor, of Rugby, 
has been appeinted clerk to the Rugby Bench of Magistrates, 
in succession to Mr. M. H. Bloxam, who ‘has resigned, after 
holding the office for more than twenty-years. Mr. Sea- 
broke served his articles with Mr. Bloxam, and was admitted 
in 1870. 

Mr. Tornett Samvuet Soutucare, solicitor of London, 
has been appointed Vestry Clerk of Northfleet, in the county 
of Kent, in succession to his deceased brother, Mr. F. T.. 
Southgate, solicitor, of Gravesend. We have recently 
recorded other appointments in which Mr. T. 8. Southgate: 
has succeeded his late brother. 

Mr. Nicnoras Marsuatt Locern, solicitor, of Bridport, 
Dorsetshire, has been elected secretary to the Bridport Rail- 
way Company, in succession to Mr. E. G. Flight, deceased. 
Mr, Loggin was certificated. : 

Mr. Joun T. Goprrey-Favussert, of the Principal’ 
Registry of the Court of Probate, has been appointed District 
Registrar of the Court of Probate at Canterbury, in succes- 
sion to Mr. W. H. Cullen, solicitor, resigned. 








Mr. OverEND, Q.C.—On the 27th of March Mr. Overend, 
Q.C., late leader of the Midland Circuit, was entertained at a 
farewell dinner by his old friends of the Midland Circuit Bar 
—_ at the Queen’s Hotel, Leeds. Mr. Boden, Q:C., was im 
the chair. 
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GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Mr. CHARLEY ON THE LEGAL PROFESSION. 
Sir,—The following appears on the Noticve-book of the 
House of Commons :— 
‘¢‘ Mr. Charley to call attention to the existing state of 
the legal profession, and to move a resolution that the exist- 
‘ing state of the legal profession is not satisfactory, and needs 


reform. 

I shall be happy to receive any suggestions ‘from your 
readers on the subject. Some of the topics which seem to 
range themselves naturally under “ the existing state of the 
legal profession ’’ are— 

The jurisdiction of the benchers over the bar. 

The course of preparation for the bar. 

The power of the judges over both branches of the pro- 
fossion. 

The unwritten rules of professional etiquette. 

The mutual relations of the two branches of the profession. 

Wa. Tuos. Coarury. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


_ HOUSE OF LORDS. 
March 24.—The Stamp Act}(1870) Amendment Bill passed 
“through committee. ; 


March 27.—Marriage with Deceased Wife's Sister Biii. 
Lord Penzance proposed the second reading. This was the 
‘sixth time the question had come before the House, and the 
majority against the proposed change had been steadily 
decreasing. In 1851, the majority was 34, in 1858, 19; 


and on another occasion shortly afterwards, 24, in 1859, 10 ; | 


and in 1870, 4. There was an impression that the 
measure was directed against a law of long-standing, but 
‘this was not the case. Up to 1835 marriages with a 
deceased wife’s sister were voidable by the Ecclesiastical 
Courts, but if no proceedings were taken in those courts 
‘during the lifetime of both the parties the temporal courts 
treated the marriages as valid, and the children as legiti- 
mate, Such suits in the Ecclesiastical Courts being from 
their expensiveness, absolutely unknown as regarded the 


humbler class, and infrequent as regarded the more educated , 


and affluent classes, these marriages were practically valid 
among the great mass of the population. It was generally 
é led that Lord Lyndhurst’s object in introducing 
the bill of 1835 was to invalidate them, but this 
was not the case. In the only speech of which he 
could find a record, Lord Lyndhurst remarked on the 
‘uncertainty in which children remained during the lives 
of their parents under the existing law, and stated his pro- 
posal to be this—that existing marriages, if not impugned 
within six months from the ing of the Act, should 
‘never afterwards be questioned, and that future marriages, 
if not questioned within two years from the date of their 
¢elebration, should be valid. The bill was, therefore, in- 
tended to validate these marriages. When, however, the 
bill went down to the House of Commons a clause was 
brought forward rendering all future marriages of this 
kind void. This was negatived in committee, but on the 
report it was inserted, it being suggested that, as it was very 
late in the session, a bill should be introduced to omit mar- 
riage with a deceased wife’s sister from the operation of the 
Act, and in this way the measure passéd. The trouble on 
this subject began from that time, and it had since been 
steadily increasing. Six or eight years afterwards a com- 
mission, composed of persons of considerable distinction, 
was appointed to investigate the question. They reported 
that, according to an inquiry set on foot by private persons 
in 1846, and conducted by gentlemen of eminence and integ- 
rity, 1,364 marriages within the prohibited degrees had been 
contracted since the passing of the Act within the districts 
inquired into, upwards of nine-tenths of these being mar- 
riages with a deceased wife’s sister. This fact should 
be considered by those who feared that the passing of the 
bill would be followed by an agitation for other changes 
in the law. He had heard this described sometimes as a 
rich man’s question, and at other. times as a poor man’s 
question, and it might be regarded in the latter light in this 
sense, that the larger part of the population were poor and 
had not the same means as the rich of procurin 

assistance in their homes. The Commissioners report 

that these marriages were contracted by persons of unim- 


| riages. 











peachable character and of religious principles, that the 
Act of 1835 had failed to attain its object, that when a 
ag man lost his wife some assistance was indispensable, 
or which he could not afford to pay, that all the circum- 
stances pointed to the assistance of the deceased wife’s 
sister, and that when she once became an inmate of the 
house, cohabitation, with or without marri was almost 
inevitable. The then Bishop of Lichfield, Sir Stuart 
Wortley, and Sir S. Lushington were among the persons 
who signed this report. Turning to the objections to these 
marriages, he should doubtless be told that such unions 
were contrary to the divine law. He would not discuss this 
oint, but would simply remark that men of the greatest 
earning and piety, and of the highest position in the 
Church held an opinion not unfavourable to the bill. The 
late Archbishop of York did not believe these marriages 
were forbidden by Scripture, and Archbishop Whately main- 
tained that they were contrary neither to Scripture nor to 
expedience. The present Primate had signed a petition 
which affirmed that, whether considered in a religious, 
moral, or social point of view, they were unobjectionable, 
while in many circumstances they contributed to the 
happiness of the parties, to the welfare of motherless 
children, and among the poor, tended to prevent immo- 
rality. Dr. Chalmers, Dr. Adam Clarke, Dr. Bunting 
(who stated that Wesley was of the same opinion), and 
many Dissenting ministers had taken the same view, while 
all'Christian communities in the world except our own, and 
except possibly some Swiss cantons, permitted these mar- 
It was urged that a man’s relation to his sister-in- 
law would be seriously affected if the bill passed, but he 
had never heard that in other countries the relation was 
different from that existing here, or that before 1835, when 
these marriages were frequent, the relation was different in 
England from what it was at present. What, on the other 
hand, were the social advantages of the change? A man in 
humble circumstances whose wife died was obliged to have 
some one to take care of his children, and the wife’s sister 
was the natural person for the post, as she might be sup- 


| posed to be attached to those children. In humble dwellings 


where a woman took up that position cohabitation was in- 


| evitable, and the only question was, whether a man should 


have the power of making her his lawful wife: or should 
have the power after living with her some years of throwing 
her aside if his fancy changed, or if a di ement arose, 
any issue of the union being illegitimate. This was a 
cruel position in which to place a woman, and he would 
ask whether, in the face of such consideration, a supposed 
difference in the agreeableness of the relation between a 
man and his sister-in-law was a proper basis for le- 
gislation? Again, it was urged that the Dill would 
infringe the guiding principle of the marriage law, 
that the relations of the wife were the relations of the hus- 
band, so that the wife’s sister was, in fact, the husband’s 
sister. It would be impossible, however, to carry out that 


| principle, and the present law did not attempt it. If the 
| wife’s sister were the husband’s sister, the husband’s brother 


should be the wife’s brother, and the law ought to prohibit 
two brothers marrying two sisters. So also with the father 
and son. ‘The law did not recognise this misty notion that 
the relations of the husband were the relations of the wife 
and vice versd.—The Duke of Northumberland opposed the 
second reading and the bill was thrown out by 97 to 71. 

The Stamp Act (1870) Amendment Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 


March 30.—The Parochial Councils Bill passed through 
committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

March 24.—Private Bill Legislation.—The Mayor’s Court 
Bill.—Mr. W. H. Smith, in calling attention to the cir- 
cumstances connected with what he regarded as an abuse of 
the Private Bill system, in the case of the Mayor’s Court 
Bill, withdrawn only a day or two ago, said he had no 
desire to reflect on the conduct of any officer of the House, 
or indeed of any person outside the House. But the circum- 
stances themselves were such as to demand the consideration 
of the House, and especially of the Standing Order Com- 
mittee. The bill, introduced upon a petition presented in 
the ordinary way by the sheriffs at the bar of the House, 
was called the Court of Hustings Abolition Bill, and from 
its title any hon. member might naturally have conceived 
that it was a bill proposing merely to abolish the Court of 
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Hustings in the city of London. But, upon examination, 
the bill turned out to be one for the accomplishment of 
several objects, one of these being the establishment of a 
new court, with powers extending over the whole of the 
metropolis, having concurrent jurisdiction with the superior 
courts of law, besides further powers. Under the guise, 
therefore, of a Private Bill, powers of the most extensive and 
exceptional character were sought to be acquired over the 
whole of the metropolis—powers which even in a public 
bill would be open to very grave doubt and questioning, and 
which in a Private Bill were wholly outof place. The most 
singular part of the transaction, however, was that when 
in the first instance he drew attention to this bill he was 
informed by the gentlemen concerned in its preparation 
that they were as greatly amazed and as much alarmed at 
the powers sought under its provisions as the Attorney- 
General himself had beer when he put a question to him 
upon the subject. Not a single person directly or indirectly 
connected with the bill would avow or acknowledge that 
these proposals were in any way sanctioned or proceeded 
with under his direction. It wasa bill which had grown 
up. so to speak, without any one being responsible for its 
paternity, and had arrived at the stage of committee as an 
unopposed bill, simply from the fact that, being introduced 
as a private bill, no notice had been given of its contents or 
of the strange powers which it contained, and no opportunity 
accordingly had been afforded to those who would be in- 
terested in opposing it to come forward. There was no 
doubt, he presumed, that the customary notices in the case 
of a private bill had been given, under which, in an ordi- 
nary case individuals interested in opposing would be warned 
of what was in contemplation and entitled to appear. 
But the peculiar feature of this bill was that there was no 
single person who could be served with notice of the extra- 
Ordinary powers which it was sought under these provisions 
to obtain. He refrained from speaking of the City as the! 
promoters, for they, he believed, disclaimed all intention o 
asking for the powers which were sought in their name, He 
did not wish to make matters unpleasant to anybody ; he ac- 
cepted in perfect good faith the disclaimer of the City ; but 
was it expedient that bills containing such extraordinary 
powers should come on for second reading without notice of 
their contents, and be sent down to committee as unopposed 
bills ? He had no doubt the chairman of committees would ul- 
timately have stopped the bill, or drawn attention to its pro- 
visions in committee. But it was toogreata task to impose 
upon any member of that House without the aid of counsel 
to discover and point out the danger and impropriety of 
proposals like these in private bills, and it would be 
imposing upon the chairman of committees too great a 
responsibility to expect that he would check matters of 
principle or of abuse of principle such as those disclosed 
in the present case. What affected the public was 
that, under a title calculated to mislead, an entirely 
new court might be established, with powers so novel, so 
extreme, and he ventured to think so unwise, as those con- 
templated by thismeasure. An impression appeared to exist 
on the part of gentlemen promoting private bills that it 
was perfectly immaterial what was put into those bills in 
the first instance ; for when they came into committee they 
could put them into such a shape as would meet the views 
of the Chairman of Ways and Means, ‘That was the state- 
ment made to him, and he was assured that a similar im- 
Fression prevailed in the mind of the general public. If 
there were any such impression, it was most desirable that 
it should be removed at once. The House, he thought, 
would be disposed to concur in this general principle—that 
a bill, when it reached its final stage, should at least re- 
semble the shape in which it was originally introduced ; 
that there should be no great or material alterations in its 
framework, and that the promoters should be bound to in- 
troduce and conduct the bill in good faith from beginning 
toend. lt would be a great disadvantage if the public 
were compelled to go to another place to obtain alterations 
in a bill of the real nature of which they had been kept in 
ignorance while the bill remained in the House of Commons. 
Something plainly was requisite to prevent the possibility 
in future of proposals being made in a private bill, which, if 
c«rried into effect, would work a silent but no less radical 
uange in the character of our legal system and of the powers 
of the existing law courts. He therefore begged to move 
that it be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders to consider and report whether any further standing 
orders were necessary to protect the public against abuse of 








the Private Bill system.—The Attorney-General was much 
obliged to his hon. friend for having brought this matter 
before the House. The bill was surrounded by a mystery 
which he had vainly endeavoured to penetrate. Under the 
guise of a measure for the abolition of the Court of Hustings, 
it would practically create a superior court with unlimited, 
jurisdiction, while it also proposed to extend the law of 
foreign attachment beyond its original and existing limits 
—a provision which appeared somewhat to derogate from 
the prerogative of the Crown. His efforts to ascertain how 
these clauses found their way into the bill had been wholly 
unsuccessful. At the back of the bills were the names of 
his hon. friend the member for the city of London and 
several worthy aldermen, but none of them had the re- 
motest idea how the bill came to be framed thus. The City 
Remembrancer had also declared he had not the slightest 
idea how the clauses had crept into the bill. This bill, 
which in its germinal form was a small measure for the 
abolition of the Court of Hustings, had illustrated the 
Darwinian theory, aad spontaneously developed itself into a 
bill for the creation of a superior court oflaw. Its further 
progress had been stopped, but he hoped no such attempt 
wonld be made again. Whoever drew the clauses he had 
just referred to made a very yross attempt to abuse the 
Private Bill Legislation of this House; the suggestion 
as to the amendment of the standing orders, must, of 
course, be dealt with by the Chairman of the Standing 
Orders Committee, but he certainly thought that some safe- 
guard should be devised to prevent proceedings of this sort. 
It might be desirable, for instance, to make a provision to 
the effect that bills of this sort should be submitted to the 
consideration of the Home Office. Formerly, no doubt, 
the courts which were established by private bills were 
courts with very limited jurisdiction ; but now it had come 
to be regarded as a maxim of legal reform that the admin- 
istration of justice should be regarded as a whole, and that 
every court should be in harmony with all the other courts 
in the kingdom. He could not help thinking, therefore, 
that the establishment of any court of justice, however 
small, was a matter of public concern, and that precautions 
should be taken in order to prevent great innovations being 


introduced under cover of a private bill—Mr. Dodson | 


thought the hon member for Westminster had rendered 
good service by calling attention to the circumstances con- 
nected with this bill. Had the hon. member been in a 
position to offer to the House on a second reading the re- 
marks he had addressed to it now, he believed the measure 
would not have passed that stage. For himself, if at that 
time he had been acquainted with the provisions of the bill, 
he should certainly have voted against the second reading. 
The hon. member had stated that a belief was prevalent 
among some persons that anything might be deposited as a 
private bill, and that amendments to any extent might be 
introduced in committee. This, however, was not the case 
even with an unopposed bill, Indeed, the present bill was 
a proof of his assertion, for as soon as he became aware of 
its provisions he sent for the gentlemen who were acting for 
the promoters, and ,having informed them that in his 
opinion, it would not have passed the second reading if the 
House had been aware of its nature, he intimated that it 
ought to be withdrawn. In answer to their proposal that 
the bill should be amended in committee, he said it could 
not be so amended without being practically transformed 
into another bill. The hon, member for Westminster pro- 
ceeded in his remarks on the supposition that a private bill 
had an easier passage through this House than a public bill; 
but this was just the reverse of the fact. A private bill had 
to go through as many stages in the House as a public 
one, and was subjected besides to peculiar ordeals of its own. 
Notices must be given by advertisements in the local news- 
papers in the months of October and November as to its 
intended provisions, and it had to go before the examiners 
in order that they might ascertain whether the standing 
orders had been complied with. Evenif it were an unopposed 
bill, it must go, after the second reading, before a committee 
which would examine it clause by clause. The hon. member 
had stated that a bill of this character could not possibly +s 
a private bill mect with opponents. This, however, was 
not the case. It was true that | poten bills for the amend- 
ment of local courts were not of very frequent occurrence, 
but several had been introduced in the course of the last 
few years, and had been opposed either by communities or 
bodies of practitioners who had interest in the proce 

of the courts sufficient to give them a locus standi, The 
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circumstances conneeted with this bill had drawn his atten- 
tion to a casus omissus in the standing orders of the House. 
By standing order 41 it was provided that printed copies of 
certain bills should be deposited before the meeting of 
Parliament, not only in the Private Bill Office, but also in 
the department of the Government with which their scope 
and character most naturally connected them. But, 
curiously enough, there was no provision that bills relating 
to local courts should be deposited with any department. 
He would, therefore, venture to suggest that as an amend- 
ment to this standing order, it should be provided that 
every bill for the establishment or the amendment of the 
procedure of local courts should, at the time it was deposited 
in the Private Bill Office, be also deposited in the Home 
Office. If the member for Westminster would withdraw 
his motion, and confer with him and the Committee on 
Standing Orders, he believed they would be able to amend 
the standing order No. 41, so as to remove the blot out. 
—Mr. Scourfield, as the only member of the Standing 
Orders Committee present, was not at all surprised at cases 
of this kind occurring, when he thought of the pressure put 
on hon. members to induce them to affix their names to 
the back of a bill. It would be affording a necessary pro- 
tection to hon, gentlemen if the House were to put a stop 
to the efforts being continually made to induce members to 
put their names on the back of a bill on the statement that 
it was a mere formal matter involving no responsibility. what- 
-ever.—Mr. H. James said it was supposed that this inferior 
court was seeking to obtain the power of one of the superior 
‘courts with extensive jurisdiction. It should be borne in 
mind, however, that the Lord Mayor’s Court was abso- 
lutely the oldest court in this country. It was far older 
than the Court of Queen’s Bench, and even existed, he 
believed, before the time of the Saxon Heptarchy. He 
believed that by inadvertence hon. members were asked 
to put their names on this bill, and that by some mistake 
it had been introduced as a private instead of a public bill. 
Every one connected with the City of London was glad 
that the mistake had been discovered.—Mr, Crawford, as 
his name was on the back of the bill, wished to say that 
he knew nothing whatever about it. He was applied to, 
as was also his colleague, the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
to put his name on the bill, and he did so.—Mr. Cave 
‘was surprised that the hon. member should put his 
name on the back of a bill without knowing anything 
about it. He wished to suggest that private bills 
should be revised after they had passed through committee 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether any provisions 
affecting the public interests had been slipped in.—Mr, W. 
Williams believed that this bill was nothing less than a gross 
scandal to the legislation of the country. The attempt to 
‘bring it forward as a private bill arose from the conviction 
that if it were brought forward as a public bill it would be 
scouted. The attempt was to confer on this court a jurisdic- 
‘tion far exceeding any that existed in this country or in any 
country in the world, There had been an attempt to 
extend the process of foreign attachment for many years 
back against the opinions both of lawyers and_ politicians 
until the attempt was put an end to by the judgment of the 
House of Lords in Coz v. the Lord Mayor of London (16 W. 
R. 44.) Further, this jurisdiction was frequently drawing 
‘this country into serious complications with foreign powers. 
Foreign potentates were sued in this court, and the Pacha of 
‘Egypt was recently sued there under a process of foreign 
attachment. This bill would reverse the decision in Cox v. 
he Lord Mayor of London, and it would give a jurisdiction 
-extending over the whole world wherever they could bring 
in foreign attachment. There was also this extraordinary 
provision, such as no civilised country in the world had ever 
adopted, that no defendant should be allowed to plead to the 
jurisdiction of the court. He might observe that there were 
also some things in connection with the passing of public bills 
‘which were scandalous and astonishing. In 1869, there 
‘was a public bill brought forward which he was requested 
to oppose, and having intimated that intention to those in 
charge of the bill it was withdrawn. Yet, towards the end 
of the session, in July, whilst the parties opposed to the 
bill were passing a resolution congratulating themselves 
upon its rejection, at that very time the Royal assent was 
ing given to a bill in another form, which carried out the 
Objects of the on bill. Something really should be 
done to prevent bills slipping through the house at two or 
é in the morning, in such a way that the most vigilant 
persons might be deceived.—Mr. Jessel said that during the 





short time he had been a member of the House, more than 
one public bill had been brought in by private members to 
alter, or, as it was called by the promoters, to amend the 
law. He was astonished to find that no means were pro- 
vided by the Government to examine bills brought in by 


_private members affecting the law and jurisprudence of the 


country. Any private member might, without check, intro- 
duce a bill, however absurd, making the largest alterations in 
the law. He had drawn the attention of the law officers of 
the Crown to bills of that character, and they interfered and 
stopped the bills. But he knew the law officers were not 
appointed for that purpose. He thought that every bill 
brought in by a private member which would alter the law 
ought to be examined, and that a report upon it should be 
made to the Government, so that the law officers might be 
able to advise the Government on the propriety of allowing 
the bill to proceed. He could mention an instance similar 
to that just stated by the hon. and learned member. A 
bill was brought in to effect a revolution with regard to the 
law of mortgages. He mentioned the matter to the 
Solicitor-General, who stopped the bill. A very short time 
afterwards a bill was brought in under another name, and 
in the same session, to effect an object similar to that aimed 
at by the bill which had been stopped, and that bill also 
had to be stopped.—Mr. W. H. Smith would withdraw his 
resolution, on the understanding that the course suggested 
by the Chairman of Ways and Means should be adopted, 
and the resoluticn was accordingly withdrawn. 

March 28.—The Export of Arms in time of War.—Mr. J. 
Lowther moved ‘‘ That, in the opinion of this House, it is 
the duty of her Majesty’s Government to endeavour to 
arrive, in conjunction with foreign Powers, at a settlement 
of the question of the export of arms and munitions of war 
from neutral to belligerent States.” Serious interna- 
tional complications had arisen from the existing state 
of our municipal law relating tothe export of arms and 
munitions of war to belligerent States. The change of the 
law for which he contended could, he thought, hardly be 
seriously objected to except on two grounds. One of those 
grounds was the difficulty of enforcing such prohibition, no 
moral distinction could be drawn between the sending out 
of ships and arms or cartridges. It certainly was not to be 
expected that the Government could prevent the export of 
an infinitesimally small amount of ammunition or arms, but 
they might easily prohibit wholesale and preconcerted ship- 
meats of such articles. ‘The trade was one with which that 
House should have no sympathy. Though strictly legal, it 
was calculated to imperil the relations of England with 
foreign countries, and, therefore, he trusted that hon. mem- 
bers would support the resolution he now moved.— 
Mr. James said the motion was entirely without foundation. 
By general international law there was entire free trade in 
all armsand munitionsof warand even vessels of war. In 1713 
the Judges, on a question ya to them by the House of Lords, 
determined that all shipsof great power, armed ships and fire- 
arms might be supplied by this country to any neutral State. 
That was not only the municipal law of this country, but 
the international law; and so it remained in relation to every 
other country until 1793, when the armed vessels excep- 
tion originated. He thought it a pity that that exception 
had been made,—Sir Roundell Palmer had no sympathy 
with this trade. It was not sound commercial morality 
which drove atrade of thisdescription and endeavoured to get 
profits out of it. But it ought to be our object to avoid 
increasing to a dangerous extent our responsibilities as 
neutrals, There was a growing tendency on the part of all 
belligerent powers to quarrel with nations for being 
sincerely neutral. There can be little doubt that the great 
grievance of the United States in regard to us was our 
want of sympathy with the North. From beginning to end 
all the differences between this country and the people of 
the United States had, to say the least, been ex: ted 
to a great extent by their disappointment at the existence 
of a considerable amount of sympathy among a portion of 
the people of this country with those who were unsuccess- 
ful in the contest. It was precisely the same ia regard to 
the recent war on the Continent. He would, therefore, 
ey advise the Government to steer clear of these 
special laws. Our main object, then, in dealing with this 

uestion should be to stand within those limits where we 
ould undertake nothing which we could not perform, and 
assume no obligations which at present everybody knew 
were not laid upon us. Was it to be imagined that when 
great profits were to be made by blockade running, or 
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smuggling, or anything else that was not carried on in 
public, people would not engage in it? Nothing would be 
more difficult than to prevent them. Why, we found it 
most difficult in things so visible as ships. What was the 
difficulty? To get at the destination of the ships and their 
warlike purpose. But if there were difficulties in that case, 
how great would they be with regard to the general trade 
in arms and munitions of war. It would be perfectly im- 
possible to prevent people from engaging in an export trade 
of arms, and then it would be held that we had contracted 
obligations and had not fulfilled them. And then we must 
stop the export of arms not only to the belligerent nations 
but to every other part of the world, because if we stopped 
the trade to France but not to the United States, the arms 
would go first to the United States and then to France.— 
Mr. Cave had no sympathy with those who, for the selfish 
purposes of gain, ran the risk of embroiling us with foreign 
countries. Yet, in the interest of the 
dence of the country, we ought to be very careful before we 
placed upon oyrselves burdens which might be too heavy 
for us to bear—The Attorney-General objected to the 
motion, because it tended to increase the obligations of 
neutrals, and to make more burdensome to them that 
which was sufficiently burdensome te them already, 
how was a distinction to be drawn between wholesale and 
retail exportation? How could we expect that an angry 
belligerent would ‘accept an excuse founded on ‘such distinc- 
tion. The result of the adoption of the course advocated 
would be that we should have endless complications and 
ever so many claims for damages because we happened 
to have failed’ to prevent the exportation of arms from 
Liverpool or some other port. The distinction between 
ships and arms, was one which had been taken a very long 
time ago. 

The County Justiees Qualification Bill, Committe.— 
Sir Roundell Palmor, anticipating an amendment which 
Mr. Craufurd had placed on the paper to remove the dis- 
qualification of solicitors to act as county magistrates, ex- 
pressed his opinion that it was in reason and principle a 
good thing that solicitors practising in counties should not, 
asarule, be magistrates, not because it was te be feared 
they would abuse that position, but because it was deemed 
necessary that they should be above suspicion. He, there- 
fere, asked the committee to depart from the strict prin- 
ciple only to the extent of allowing solicitors to become 

istrates in counties where they did not practice.—Mr. 
Craufurd objected to the statutory disqualification contained 
in this bill—a disqualincation by which solicitors were 
precluded from acting as magistrates in the counties in 
which they practised. No such regulation existed in other 
parts of the kingdom, and he therefore moved the omission 


of all the words after the word “ repealed” in line 9 to the " 


end of the elause.—Mr. Liddel instanced, in support of the 
bill, the case of barristers who, however eminent, were 
debarred in their selection as chairmen of quarter sessions 
from practising at any sesssons in the county.—The amend- 
ment was withdrawn on the suggestion of Mr. Bruce, and 
the bill passed through committee. 

The Trades’ Unions Bill was considered in committee, 
and clause 3 postponed.—Mr. Bruce proposed to separate 
the civil and criminal portions, and to make two bills of it. 
The suggestion was agreed to, and the civil clauses were 
agreed to with a few amendments, chiefly verbal. 


March 30.—The Coroners Bill was withdrawn. 
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OBITUARY. 


MR. E. HOWSE, M.P. 

Mr. Edward Howes, Barrister-at-Law, and M.P. for South 
Norfolk, died at his seat, Morningthorpe Manor, near Nor- 
wich, on the 26th March, in the 58th year of his age. The 
deceased gentleman was the son of the late Rev. George 
Howes, Rector of Spixworth, Norfolk, by Elizabeth, ye i 
ter of the late Robert Fellowes, Esq., of Shotesham Park, 
Norwich. Mr. Howes was born at Spixworth on the 7th of 
July, 1813, and was educated at St. Paul’s School, London, 
ond afterwards proceeded to Trinity College, Cambridge, 
where he took his B.A. degree in 1835 (25th wrangler, 
2nd classic, and 2nd chancellor's medallist). In 1836 
he was elected a fellow of his college, and held the 
tellowship till his marriage in 1842, In June, 1839, 
he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn, and for some 
years practised ot the Chancery bar as a Conveyancer, 
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but ceased practise many years ago. He was a Deputy. 
Lieutenant and Justice of the Peace for the county of Nor. 
folk, and since 1848 he presided at the Court of Quarter 
Sessions as chairman. r. Howes sat in Parliament, ag 
M.P. for East Norfolk, from May 1859 till November 1868, 
at the general election of which year he was elected to re. 
present the new division of South Norfolk. In 1866 he 
was nominated a Church Estates Commissioner, and in 
October, 1868, he was appointed Chancellor of the diocese 
of Norwich. He was twice married—first, in 1842, to Agnes 
Maria, daughter of Richard Gwyn, Esq. (she died in 1843); 
secondly, in 1851, to his cousin Fanny, fourth daughter of 
Robert Fellowes, Esq., of Shotesham Park, by whom he 
leaves a son and a daughter. By his marriage he was a 
brother-in-law of General Sir William Mansfield, who has 
just been created a peer by the title of Lord Sandhurst. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY OF LIVERPOOL. 


A general meeting of this society was held on Friday, the 
10th inst.,-to present to Mr. Seddon Bowman Smith and 
Mr. Lionel B. Mozley the gold medals founded by Mr. 
Timpron-Martin and Mr. John Atkinson; the former for 
the Liverpool students who passed the best examination at 
the final examination for the year, the latter for the best 
examination in the law of real property. 

The President (J. H. E. Gill, Esq.), in the absence of the 
founder of the Timpron-Martin medal, presented it to Mr. 
Seddon Smith, who had also obtained the Clifford’s-inn 
prize, and in the course of his remarks enlarged upon the 
importance of a thorough system of education for law stu- 
dents being established. Those students who resided in the 
neighbourhood of London could avail themselves of the 
excellent series of lectures provided by the Incorporated 
Law Society. The students in the provinces were at pre- 
sent deprived of such advantages. He strongly advocated 
the establishment of the proposed Law University, at which 
a proper curriculum of study would have to be passed through 
to obtain a degree, aud by means of which lectures might 
be provided for the students at local provincial centres. 

The Atkinson medal was then presented to Mr. Mozley by 
the president, and in doing so announced that Mr. Atkin- 
son had intimated his intention of founding another prize in 
connection with the Liverpool Law Students’ Debating 
Society, an institution which has now for several years 
been at work in connection with the Incorporated Law So- 
ciety of Liverpool. 





EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of this society, was held at 
the temporary offices, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, on Tuesday, the 
22nd ult., John Moxon Clabon. Esq., deputy chairman of 
the board of directors, presiding. 

Mr. T. B. Spracue, the Actuary and Secretary, read the 
notice convening the meeting, and the report of the directors 
for the past year. " 

The Cuarnman said it was now his duty to move that the 
report which had just been read be adopted. He had to ex- 
press his regret at the absence of their chairman, on whose 
acconnt he believed the meeting had been postponed from 
yesterday until that day. He had acted as their chairman 
for the past year, and he did not think they could have a 
better chairman, and no one regretted his absence that day 
more than he did. There were three or four matters to 
which he would refer, in addition to these contained in the 
report. The first portion of the report referred to the re- 
quirements of the Pife Assurance Companies’ Act of 1870, 
which operated in various ways on different companies. 50 
far as their own society was concerned they always 
given the fullest information to the assured, the shareholders, 
and the public, and the form of their accounts this year was 
owing to a slight alteration in the arrangement of the items, 
the re-assurances being deducted from the premiums, and 
not placed together, 80 that now they got to the net pre- 
mium income. With that exception the form of account 
was hardly changed atall. Thero wore three or four results 
which they were enabled to show by the requirements of 
the Act, one of which was that they were bound to state the 
sum they would give to policyholders on tho surrender of 
their policies. Formerly different practices existed in various 
offices—some gave more and some less, and the offect of this 
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of accounts would be, no doubt, that now, practi- 


publici 
would give the same. All offices, too, were now 


cally, 


bound to print the deed of settlement under which they 
were constituted. He could not help reminding them of 
the late quinquennial division of profits which took place 
last year, and that their profits for the last five years was 
no less a sum than £144,933, of which 14,493 was reserved 
for future division and to meet future liabilities, and 
£130,440 divided. After passing a high enconium upon Mr. 


Sprague, the went on to say that it had been the 
practice of the chairman from year to year, to compare the 
present figures with those of past years, but it could not 
now be done in the same way, because we now state our in- 
come as net income, and not as gross income. On former 
occasions, the chairman had stated the expenses of manage- 
ment to be 4 per cent. on the gross income, in 1868 3% per 
cent. on the gross income, and now it was 5} per cent. on 
the net income. He believed that that eR compare 
favourably with those of any otheroffice in London. He could 
give them some figures, for instance ; the amount of assets 
at the end of each quinquennial period, which were as fol- 
lows :—-At the end of 1854 the assets reached £156,000; at 
the end of 1859, £255,000; at the end of 1864, £443,000; at 
the end of 1869, £736,000 ; and at the end of last year they 
amounted to £793,000. The sums assured during those 
periods were:—At the end of 1854, £951,000; 1859, 
£1,403,000; 1864, £2,178,000; 1869, £3,217,600;. and at 
the end of the year 1870, £3,363,000 ; a mere comparison 
of which figures would serve to shew the favourable position 
of the society. The rate of interest on investments in 1864 
was £4 14s. per cent., and in 1868, £5 per cent., but now 
the interest was £5 4s. 1d. per cent. per annum, and the 
total funds at an average rate of £5 6s.0d. They had large 
investments in landed property, reversions, and life interests, 
but there were no risks although the rate of interest was 
high. During the past year, you will find by the accounts, 
we have received nearly £20,000 for the grant of annuities. 
Investing our money as we do at that high rate of interest, 
it pays us to grant + tes annuities, because that £20,000 gets 
put out at £5 4s. per cent., whereas the offices which only get 
4 per cent. cannot make this kind of business profitable. He 
would say one word about the building—they all saw the 
condition of the two adjoining houses ; they are being razed 
to the ground, and a new building is being erected in their 
place; and in the accounts there was the balance of cost of 
rebuilding of, £11,000, which was gradually diminishing, 
but other costs connected with 'the new building would no 
doubt raise it to £22,000 or £23,000. The directors, how- 
ever, hoped to get a handsome rate of interest on that in- 
vestment when completed, for they did not intend to occupy 
the whole of it. He could not but refer to their good 
fortune in securing such good officers, and the ability and 
business habits of Sn. Sprague, enabling them to dispense 
with any extra number of clerks. Mr. Downes was still 
with them, and they had a new officer in Mr. Bellamy, and 
altogether their management was most efficient and econo- 
mical. The Chairman then concluded, by moving the adop- 
tion of the report and accounts. 

In answer to a question from Mr, Perring respecting 
some doubtful investment, mentioned in last year’s accounts, 
the Cuamman said that now the whole of that had been 

. Written off. It was at one time hoped that half of it would 
be recovered, but now all was lost, in consequence of the 


perjury of a gentleman, who could not be proceeded against,” 


as he had made his way to the Continent. 

Mr. Peake wectiaaed the motion for the adoption of the 
report, which was put and carried unanimously. 

e directors retiring by rotation—Messrs. Nelson, Peake, 
Hollingsworth, and Dimond were re-elected without opposi- 
tion ; as also the retiring auditors, Mr. Dunster for the pro- 
prietors, and Mr. Templer for the assured. 

Mr, Prrcaren said he rose to thank the directors on the 
part of the shareholders, for their able conduct of the busi- 
ness of the society during the past year ; in fact, he might 
say for the whole time that they had been in office, He was 
sorry to see so few members present; but that, pees 
might be taken as a good omen, for it was the tendency af 
human nature not to come forward and give those thanks to 
whom they were due, It was a sign, however, that they 
were satisfied, for no doubt some would bo ready to attend 
and complain if they could. Tho main charactoristies of 
the mont of their affairs it would be unneces- 
sary for him to dilate upon, for they wero so fully shown in 
the report, and from which it appeared that the 





directors had done all that was required of them by the 
recent Act of Parliament; and he thought they were the 
first that had scheduled ‘their accounts, and he might say 
had even gone beyond the requirements of the Act of Par- 
liament, not only giving publicity to their own shareholders, 
but to the public generally. The management of the office 
showed that they had avoided all extensive liabilities. The 
other test of good management was the smallness of its ex- 
pense, and might be attributable in a great measure, to the 
work done by the directors themselves, All knew how well 
their interests had been looked after by those gentlemen, 
and he begged to thank them on behalf of the shareholders, 
for the able manner in which they had conducted their 
affairs, and to propose that £1,500 free of income tax be 
awarded to them for their services during the current year. 

The Cuarrman said the remarks of the last speaker re- 
minded him that he had neglected to mention one thing, 
and that was the average amount of their policies. At the 
end of the first quinquennial period the average was £903 ; 
at the end of the second, £954; at the end of the third, 
£1,093 ; at the end of the fourth, £1,440; and at the end of 
the fifth was £1,777. These were all . At present the 
gross amount was £1,939, and the net amount was £1,677. 

Mr. Smiru seconded the vote of thanks to the directors, 
which was cordially agreed to, as was also a similar vote 
to the auditors, and an award of forty guineas for their ser- 
vices. 

The Cuarmman then proposed a vote of thanks to Mr. T. 
B. Sprague, the actuary and secretary, for the able manner 
in which he had managed the affairs of the society, which 
was carried with acclamation. 

Mr. SpracveE said he thanked the directors for the great 
confidence they reposed in him, and could assure them that 
he felt deeply the manner in which they had given expres- 
sion as to his services. He was glad to find that the 
directors were so well satisfied with him, but he must assure 
them and the proprietors that all the credit was not due to 
him. On every occasion he had been very ably seconded by 
the directors, and the business came principally thfough 
them, his duty being confined to managing the business 
which they brought. The success of the office was greatly 
attributable to the directors themselves; for they always 
took an active part in the management of the business. The 
credit of administering the affairs of the society also was in 
great measure due to their efficient staff. 

A vote of thanks to the Chairman, for the ability and 
courtesy with which he had conducted the meeting, closed 
the proceedings. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this society on Thursday, 28th March, 
1871, the question discussed was, No. cxevt., Jurispruden- 
tial :—“ Does the policy of the Government with regard to 
America deserve the support of the country?” Mr. Goody 
opened the debate in the affirmative; and the society, with 
one dissentient, adopted this view. 








RETIREMENT OF VICE-CHANCELLOR STUART. 


Sir John Stuart, the late Vice-Chancellor, was on the 24th 
ult. sworn at Windsor as a member of the Privy Council. 
Sir John is the second son of Dugald Stuart, Esq., of 
Ballachulish, Argyllshire, and was born in the year 1793. 
He was educated at the High School, and afterwards at the 
University of, Edinburgh, and was called to the bar at Lin- 
coln’s-inn in November, 1819. Like other lawyers who 
have attained to eminence, Sir John reaps ~ in his 
day a law reporter ; he be reporting about three years 
after his call, and with Mr. p secre produced the two 
volumes of Simon and Stuart's Reports, which include cases 
in the court of Vice-Chancellor Leach for the four years 
1822-6. He became a Queen's Counsel in 1839, 
with Sir James (afterwards Vice-Chancellor) Wig- 
ram; and among his other contemporaries at the 
bar were Mr. Pepys (afterwards Lord Cottenham), Mr. 
Sugden (now Lord St. Leonards), Sir Anthony Hart 
(afterwards Vice-Chancellor of England and Lord Chancellor 
of Ireland), Mr. Bethell (now Lord Westbury), Mr. Knight 
ae faa Lord Justice Knight-Brace), Mr, (afterwards 

ord Justice) Rolt, Mr, Jacob and Mr, Bell. Mr, Stuart 
became a member of his Inn a few weeks after receiving his 
silk gown. In 1832 and 1833 he unsuccessfully contested 
the Parliamentary representation of the Inverness district ; 
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he was returned, however, in 1846, as member for Newark. 
This was during the agitation which ushered in the repeal 
of the Corn Laws, and the seat which Mr. Stuart obtained 
had been vacated by the resignation of Mr. W. E. Glad- 
stone, who retired in consequence of the Duke of Newcastle, 
who was the patron or | g-wont of the representation of 
Newark, disapproving of the Free-Trade measuresemanating 
from the party which Mr. Gladstone had joined. Mr. Stuart’s 
first speech was delivered shortly after his return, on the re- 
port of the bill (which became law that session) on the Customs 
and Corn Importation ; he continued a frequent speaker, and 
has always adhered to Conservative politics. At the general 
election of July, 1847, he was again returned for Newark, 
which he represented till 1852. In that year, shortly after 
Lord Derby had become Prime Minister, Vice-Chancellor 
Parker died, rather suddenly, and the office was conferred 
upon Mr. Stuart, just at the time when the Court of Chan- 
cery was undergoing the reforms effected by the Chancery 
Amendment Act (15 & 16 Vict. c. 86). He married, in 1813, 
Jessie, daughter of Duncan Stewart, Esq., of Fort William, 
by which lady he had a family of two sons and a daughter. 
His eldest son is Mr. Dugald Stuart, Barrister-at-Law, who 
‘was born in 1817, and was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn, 
in 1845. Mr. Dugald Stuart has been secretary to his 
father since his appointment as Vice-Chancellor. Sir John 
Stuart, who is a Deputy-Lieutenant and J.P. for Rosshire, 
is an expert salmon fisher. He leaves the bench in vigorous 
health, retiring upon a pension of £3,500 a-year. His great 
ability as a judge and his sterling independence were such 
that, whatever may be the eminence of his successor, the 
late Vice-Chancellor will be deeply regretted by all accus- 
tomed to frequent his court. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


TRINITY EDUCATIONAL TERM, 1871. 
Table of the days and hours for the delivery of the public 


lectures by the Readers appointed by the Inns of Court | 


and for the attendance of the private classes. 





-m,. 


| 


Wedn., & Frid, 
and Saturday, 


Private Classes. 
.» Thursd., & Satrd. 
10 am. 
First Class, 20th April. 
Wedn., & Frid. 

} past 3 & 3 past 4 p 
Saturday, 2 p.m. 
First Class, 22nd April. 
10am, 

First Class, (7th April, 


Mond,, } to 4&4 past 4p.m. 


First Class, 21st April, 


First Class, 19th April, 
to 1, at 3, Tanfield-court, 
to 12a.m.& 4 to | p.m. 
First Class, 18th April. 


Mond.,, 


} to 12 a.m. & $ to! p.m. 
Tuesd., Elem, 3 to 12; Adv. 





{Mond,, Wedn., & Frid. 


|Tues. & Thurs., 4 to 4 p.m 


| Thursday 


4 
[3 


Days AND Hovunts of MEerines, 
20th April. 


Tuesdays, 


Elementary Lecture, 2 p.m. | 
Mondays, 


Advanced Lecture, 2 p.m. 


Public Lectures. 


Saturdays, 10.45 a.m, 


First Lecture, 15th April. 


Wednesdays, 2 p.m. 
First Lecture, 19th April. 
First Lecture, 17th April. 


First Lecture, 2tst April. 
Elementary Lecture, 3 p.m. 


Advanced Lecture, 3 p.m. 
First Lecture, 18th April. 


First Lecture, 


Advanced L 














Classes meet under Mid. Tem. Library. 


Constitutional Law and Legal History, 


tT. C. Sandars, Esq. 


iw. 
J. Sharpe, Esq., LL. D.—Mid. Temp. Hall. 


~~ Lin 
nity, 


Sq. 


1s 


Classes meet in Benchers’ Reading Room 
FY 
W. L. Birkbeck, 
Classes meet in Benchers’ Reading Room, 


Reapers—INn oF Covrr. 
Law of Real Property, &c. 
Common Law, 
H. Broom, Esq., LL.D.—Advanced Lec- 
Laws of India, 


F. Prideaux, Esq.— Gray's Inn Hall. 
tures and Classes meet at 3, Tanfield- 


court. Elementary Lectures & Classes 


meet at the Inner Temple Hall. 


Classes meet in the North Library. 
| Hindu and Mahommedar Law, and the 
S. G. Grady, Esq.— Middle Temple Hall. 


Jurispradence, Civil and International 











| Classes meet in Middle Temple Library. 


} 
| 
i 
; 
} 
} 


Norrs.—The Educational Term commences on the 15th 
April, and ends on the 31st July. The lectures and classes 
will be suspended after Monday, the 8th of May, and be re- 
sumed at the appointed days and hours on and after Fri- 
“1, the 26th of May. 

he first public lecture of this course will be delivered 








by the Reader on Hindu Law, &c., on Saturday, the 15th of 
April, at 2 p.m. 

The first meeting of each private class will take place on 
the usual morning or evening of ae after the first 
os lecture on the same subject, and the same rule will 

observed after the recess. 

Stndents who have been unable to attend a lecture or 
class of either of the Readers, and desire dispensation asa 
qualification for call to the bar, should make application, 
with an explanation of the cause of such absence, in wri- 
ting, to the Reader during the course, or immediately after 
the delivery of the last public lecture of the course ; and 
the Reader's report thereon, together with the application, 
will be forwarded to the Council of Legal Education, who 
alone have the power of granting dispensation. 

The Council have resolved that in no case shall students 
be allowed to change from the elementary tothe advanced 
courses of lectures andclasses, or vice versa, while qualifying 
for call to the bar, or for the examinations on the subjects of 
the lectures. 





EXAMINATION ON THE SUBJECTS OF LECTURES 
AND CLASSES. 

The Examinations for Exhibitions on the subjects of 
Lectures and Classes delivered in the Three Educational 
Terms 1870-71, will commence on Saturday, the Ist of 
July, at Lincoln’s-inn Hall. 

Students who propose offering themselves for Examina- 
tion must enter their names on or before Thursday, the Ist 
of June next, at the Steward’s Office, Lincoln’s-inn ; anda 
Reader's Certificate of having duly attended the Lectures 
and Classes on the subjects in which a Student offers him- 


| self for Examination must be sent to the Council of Legal 
| Education, at Lincoln’s-inn, on or before Thursday, the 22nd 
' of June. 


Students having duly attended the lectures and classes of 


| one or more of the readers from the Michaelmas Term pre- 


ceding the July examination, are qualified to enter for 
examination on such subjects, but they are not allowed to 
enter for the elementary and advanced examinations on the 


| same subject, and provided that the terms they have kept 
| do not exceed the limits prescribed by clause 39 of the con- 
| solidated regulations of the Inns of Court. 


Students who have passed an examination under the 44th 


' clause are not eligible to enter for the July examination 
| under the 38th clause of the consolidated regulations. 


Students who have obtained exhibitions under clause 38 
are not eligible to enter again at a subsequent examination 
on the same subjects. 

The examinations for the exhibitions will be partly oral 


' and partly in writing, by means of printed papers of ques- 


tions. 
The following days and hours have been set apart for the 


' said examination :— 


Saturday morning, July 1, 10 to 1—Constitutional Law 
and Legal History. 

Saturday afternoon, July 1, 2 to 5—Jurisprudence, 
Civil and International Law. 

Monday morning, July 3,10 to 1—On Equity. 

om afternoon, July 3, 2 to 5—On the Common 

aw. 

Tuesday morning, July 4, 10 to 1—The Law of Real 
Property, and 

Tuesday afternoon, July 4, 2 to5—A Paper composed 
of three Questions on each of the foregoing Subjects 
of Examination. 








Tue Provate Covrr or CanTerbpury.—Mr. William 
Henry Cullen, sen., solicitor, has just resigned the office of 
District Registrar of H.M.’s Court of Probate at Canterbury. 
Mr. Cullen was certificated in 1833, and had for nearly forty 
years been registrar of the Consistory and Archdeanery Courts 
of Canterbury, the jurisdiction of which as to proofs of wills, &., 
ceased on the Probate Act of 1857 coming into operation, when 
Mr. Cullen was appointed registrar of thenew court, which office 
he has just resigned, in consequence of his great age and increas- 
ing infirmities. 

An address was delivered in New York, on the 19th inst., 
before the Association for the Advancement, of Science and Art, 

David Dudley Field, Ksq., upon international law, in which 
the speaker touched upon the subject of a European confedera- 
tion, organised after the plan of the American system, “6 4 
means of preserving peace. Albany Law Journal, 
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COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Srrrmes in Easter Term, 1871. 


LOD sae, 
estmin: '° 
., April 15..Appeal motions. 
_ Linsaiore ten. 
eeeelT 
Monkey voe-tt Appeals. 
— = ‘lee & apps. 
ursday ..20.. . 
Friday y S's3.. Kop. mtns.& apps. 
vere aca 
Tuesday «+++ 
ee 
ursday ..27° 
Friday ....28..App. mtns. & apps. 
aa >} Appeals. 
Wednesday.. a aa and apps. 
a... 3} Appeals. 
Monday .... 8..App. mtns. & apps. 
MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Westminster 
Sat., April 15.. Motions. 
Chancery-lane. 
Monday ....17 
Wednesday..19 
nesday.. 
qeeetey ae . gen. pa. 
Friday ....21..General paper. 
Petns., sht. causes, 
Saturday ..22{adj. sums., and 
general paper. 


General paper. 


Monday it : 

Tuesday ....25 > General paper. 

Wednesday..26 

Thursday ..27..Mtns. & gen, pa. 

Friday .....28..General paper. 
Ptns., «sht, caus., 

Saturday ..29{adj. sums, and 


general paper 
Monday, May 1 
Tuesday .... 2>General paper. 
Wednesday 3 
Thursday .. 4..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday...... 5..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. 6{ adj. sums., 
general paper. 
Monday .... 8..Mtns. & gen. pa. 


LORDS JUSTICES, 
Westminster. 
Sat., April 15..Appeal motions. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
gates ove ‘= 
uesday....18 
Wednesday .19 ¢ Appeals. 
Thursday ..20 
Friday..... .21.. Appeal ———-. 
tns. in lunac 
Saturday ..22 oF ram fy 
a titions, 
Monday ... ie ” : 
Apps. from the 
County Palatine of 
Tuesday ....25¢ Lancaster, Apps. 
from the Stannar- 


ies Court, & apps. 
Wednesday .26 = 


Thursday nl Appel, 

Friday......28..Appeal motions. 
Petns. in lunacy, 

Saturday ..29{ bk. appeals, and 
app. ptns, 

Monday,May 1 wg: 

Tuenday ... 2 

esday.. 3 > A Is, 
Thureday -.. 4 ss 
Friday 4... 5, 


and 


Petns. in lunacy, 
Saturday .. 6% bkrpt. apps., and 
tn 


ap petns. 
Monday .... 8.. Appeal motions. 


Vv. Cc. 
Westminster. 
%., April 15.. Motions. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
Monday ....17 
Tuesday....18 Causes. 
Wednesday .19 
Thursday ..20..Mtns. & causes. 
Friday......21..Ptns. and causes. 
Saturday ..22..Sht. causes & caus, 
Monday ....24 
Tuesday ....25 > Causes. 
Wednesday .26 
Thursday ..27..Mtns. & causes. 
Friday......28.. Petitions & causes. 
Saturday ..29..Sht.causes & caus. 
Monday, May 1 
Tuesday.... 2? Causes. 
Wednesday . 3 
Thursday .. 4..Mtns. and causes. 
Friday .... 5.. Petitions & causes, 
Saturday .. 6.°Sht. causes & caus, 
Monday .... 8..Motions. 


V. C. Sim RICHARD MALINS. 
Westminster. 
Sat., April 15..Motions. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
or cool? 
uesday ....18 > General paper. 
Wednesday, .19 and 
Thursday }..20..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday _..21..Petns. & gen. pa. 


Saturday ..22 { Sht. causes, adj. 
sums., & gen. pa. 
Monday....24 Sichnthliaia 











Tuesday....25 > General r. 
Wednesday .26 wer 
Thursday ..27..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......28..Petns. & gen. pa. 


Saturday 1029 ee causes, adj. ‘ 


sums., & gen. pa. 

wr May 1 — 
uesday .... 2} General r. 

Wednesday.. A — 
Thursday «+ 4..Mtns, & gen. papr. 
Friday .... 5..Petns. & gen. pa. 
Saturday .. 6 sense ook Pag 
Monday .... 8..Mtns, & gen. pa. 


V. C. BACON, 
Westminster. 
April 15..Motions, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 

Monday ....17..In Bankruptcy. 

Tuesday....18 Ge 

Wednesday... 19 eneral paper. 

Thursday ..20..Mtns, & adj. sums. 

Friday ....2l..General paper. 

- Ptns. Sht. caus., 

Saturday ..22 adj, sums., and 
general paper. 

pee ee) Bankrupicy. 

uesday ....2: 

Wednesday .26 i General paper. 

Thursday ..27..Mtns. & adj. sums. 

Friday ....28..General paper. 
Ptns., sht. caus., 

Saturday ..29{ adj. sums., and 
general paper. 

Monday, May 1..In Bankruptcy. 

Tuesday .... 2 

Wednesday . 3} General paper. 

Thursday .. 4..Mtns. & adj. sums, 

Friday.....+ 5,.General paper. 
Ptns,, sht. caus., 

Saturday .. 6{ad). sums,, and 
general paper, 

Monday .... &..Mtns, & adj. sums 


Sat., 


The days (if any) on which the Lord Chancellor shall be engaged in the 
House of Lords, and the days (ifany)on which the Lords Justices shal! 


be sitting with the Lord C 
Privy Council, are excepted. 


aucellor or the Judicial Committee of the 


At the Rolls, unopposed petitions must be presented and copies left with 


the Secretary, on or before the Thursday preceding the 


turday on 


which it is intended they should be heard; and any causes in- 
tended to be heard as short causes must be so marked at least one 
clear day before the same can be put in the paper to be so heard, 


In Vice-Chancellor Stuart’s Court no cause, motion for decree, 
or further consideration, susan by order of the Court, may be 


marked to stand over if it be w 


thin twelve of the last cause or matter 


in the printed paper of the day for hearing. 
causes intended to be heardas short causes before either of the 
‘Chancellors must be so marked at least one clear day before the 


same can be put in the paper to 


so heard, 





Nortce as to the Intanp Revenve Stamps, to be impressed 

on certain orders under Trustee Act, 1850. 

The Commissioners of Inland Revenue have intimated to 
the Chancery Registrars that in their opinion the following 
description of Orders, made under the Trustee Act, 1850, 
are chargeable, under the Stamp Act, 1870, with the follow- 
ing duties, viz, :— 

1. Order appointing new trustee—One Stamp of 10s. 

2. Order appointing new trustees and vesting in them the 

right to transfer stock—One Stamp of 10s. 

8. Order appointing new trustees and vesting land in 
them—Two Stamps of 10s. each. 

4. Order appointing new trustees and vesting in them 
the right to sue for choses in action—Two Stamps 
of 10s. each. 

When the choses in action are in the nature of a Mort- 
gage, Bond, Debenture, Covenant, or Foreign Security, or 
of any money or stock secured by any such instrument, or 
by any warrant of attorney to enter up judgment, or by any 
judgment, and the total amount thereby secured is under 
£2,000, an ad valorem stamp at the rate of 6d. per £100 is to 
be substituted for the second stamp of 10s. (Vide Stamp 
Act, 1870, Schedule, title, Mortgage, Paragraph 3.) 

Nore.—In no case when new trustees are appointed and 
a new vesting order made are more than two 10s. stamps 
required. No stamp is required in respect of any order 
merely vesting the right to call for a transfer of and to 
transfer any stock. 


During the Easter vacation, 1871—All applications to the 
Court of Chancery which are of an urgent nature are to be 
made to or at the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
James Bacon. 

All applications ez parte are to be sent to the Vice-Chan- 
cellor Bacon, by book-post or parcel, prepaid, accompanied 
with the brief of counsel, indorsed with the terms of the 
order applied for, and an envelope capable of receiving the 
papers to be returned, with sufficient stamps affixed thereon, 
and addressed as follows :—‘ To the Registrar in Vacation, 
Chancery Registrar's Office, Chancery-lane, London, W.C.” 

On applications for injunctions or writs of ne exeat regno, 
there must be sent, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
bill, a certificate of bill filed, and office copies of the 
affidavits in support of the application. 

The papers sent to the Vice-Chancellor, with any order 
his Honour may make thereon, will be returned direct 10 the 
registrar. 

All applications for leave to give notice of motion only, 
may be made to the chief clerk at chambers. 

The Vice-Chancellor’s address can be obtained on applica- 
tion at his Honour’s chambers, 11, New-square, Lincoln’s- 
inn. 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Bacon will be open 
Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday, excepting 
Good Friday, in each week, during the vacation, from 11 till 
1 o'clock. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


Paid.|Closing prices 


Railways. 





ss 

100 | sat 

| 100 | 116 

100 | 44 

100 | ? 
100 | 
100 | 
100 
100 | 


Stock! Caledonian... ... cco ccecicccereeseesenees 
Stock; Glasgow and South-Western ...... 
Stock, Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... 
Stock! Do., Bast Anglian Stock, N 
Stock) Great Northern .... 

Stock | Do., A SKOCK®  .....0cceeeee 

Stock} Great Southern and Weste 

Stock; Great Western—Origimal ..............00008 
Stock} Lancashire and Yorkshire .........cc0008 
Stock} London} Brighton, and South Coast...... 
Stock} London, Chatham, and Dover........... 
Stock, London and North-Western... 

Sreek| London and South-Western ,.,, 

Stock) Manchester, Sheffield, and Linooln. 
Stock) Metropolitan,.....cccccereecceceessecees 
OUT TRUEANINIL annncerscsaenesecsunvetennereseccine “ 
Stock} Do., Birmingham and Derby .....0606 
Stook) North Britigh ....ccccccsscessesces 

Stock! North London .........00. 

Stock! North Staflordahire...... 

Stock} south Devon ....... 

Stock South-Eastern SS t 

GROUT SAM VEN cscceseaiensnsescencrarncin veactiora ones 


in 16 xd 
® A receives n0 dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 
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GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quorartron, March 31, 1871. 
From the Oficial List of th: actual business transactet. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 92 Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, April 93 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1998 _ 
3 per Cent. Reduced 914 &x Bills, £1000, — per Ct.5 p m 
New 3 per Cent., 914 Ditto, £500, Do —5 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, £2100 & £200,— 5pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 44 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct, (last half-vear) 240 x d 
Anvuities,Jan.’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
(ndia Stk.,10$p Ct.Apr.'74,209 | Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’7% 100 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 1074 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July, °80 111 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April,’64— 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. "88 100 Do. Do ,5 per Cent,, Aug. ’73 163 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — | Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 20 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent.924| Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 20 pm 


Money Market AND City INTELLIG"NCE. 

The markets have been increasingly firm this week, the 
strength being most conspicuous in the home descriptions, more 
especially the home railways. 

he sixteenth annual meeting of the Law Union Fire 
and Life Insurance Company was held at the Chief Office, 
126, Chancery-lane, on Thursday last, the Vice-Chair- 
man, James Cuddon, Esq., presiding. The directors report, 
which was adopted unanimously, stated that in the fire 
department 6,116 new policies had been issued during 
the year ended the 30th November last, yielding in premiums 
£6,019, and in the life department 290 new policies, insuring 
£228,212, yielding in premiums £8,080, and tbat the assets of the 
company amounted te £299,835, A dividend and bonus together 
of 12 per cent. on the paid up capital was declared. The revis- 
ing directors and auditors were re-elected, and the meeting 
terminated with the usual vote of thanks to the chairman an 
officers. The meeting was then made extraordinary for the pur- 
pose of altering the investment clause in the deed of settlement, 
and the new clause as proposed by the directors, was adopted 
unanimously. 


The annual general meeting of the Legal and General Life | 
Assurance Society was held on Tuesday. The new assurances | 


for 1870 were stated at £224,470, yielding in premiums £8,128. 


The net revenue was—from premiums, £129,529; from interest | 


£68,484, and the total funds are £1,622,000. 


The annual meeting of the Alliance British and Foreign Life | 


and Fire Assurance Company was held on Wednesday, Sir A. de 


Rothschild, Bart., in the chair. The new policies for the past year | 
were stated to have been 357 for an aggregate of £202,180, yield- | 
| New Hotel Company [Dover] (Limited).—Vice Chancellor Bacon has 


ing in premiums £8,310. The total income was £132,692, and 
the accumulated funds are £899,481. In the fire department 
the premiums were £164,156, and the net profits £28,419, be- 


sides £5,116 for interest. The usual dividend of 17s. per | 


share was declared for 1871, half payable on the 10th of April 
and half on the 10th of October. 


The prospectus of the Realm Marine Insurance Company | 
eo Independent Modern Order of Foresters, George Inn, Christcharch, 


Limited, has been issued. Capital, £800,000 in 40,000 
shares of £20 each. First issue, 20,000; second issue, 20,000 
shares, not less than twelve months after the establishment of 


the company. These shares to be first offered to the then exist- | 


ing proprietors. Th i ishe ‘ | 
of eapp : nts with 2ddi es me see | Bate, John, Hill Pool, Worcester, Farmer. April 24. Roe v Nickolls, 


of supplying merchants with additional facilities for effecting 
marine insurances, 

The Union Bank of London are authorised by the directors of 
the Nassjo Oscarshamn (Swedish) Railway to receive subscrip- 
tions for 1,800 first mortgage debentures of the company of £100 
each, bearing interest at the rate ofefive per cent. per annum 
from the Ist day of January, 1871. The price of issue is £78 
for each £100 debenture. Principal and interest payable to 
bearer in sterling in London at the Union Bank of London. 
The line, which is ninety-four English miles in length, com- 
rnences at the Port of Oscarshamn, one of the largest and best 
harbours on the Baltic Coast of Sweden, and terminates at 
Nassjo, where it joins the state line of Gothenburg, thus giving 
a direct railway communication between the Baltic Sea and the 
North Sea. 








No more tribunals or courts are sitting at the Palais de Jus- 
tice. There are no more judges. Business of every kind suffers 
greatly from such a state of things. Since the 8th of September 
45,000 different law eases are in abeyance, comprising questions 
of inheritance, dissolution of partnerships, common actions at 
law, divorce cases, and a thousand other interests which im- 
pony demand the return of the judges to their seate.— 

times. 


Tue Souierronsuir tro THE Loxpow Scuoor Boarpv.— 


The following six names of gentlemen and legal firms have been 
subinitted to the London School Board for the appointment of 








solicitor to that body : —Mr. George L. P. Eyre; Messrs. James 
& John Hopgood; Messrs. Leigh, Pemberton, & Reeves; 
Messrs. Meyrick, Gedge, & Loaden; Mr. William Castle Smith 
(firm, Messrs. Minet, Smith, Son, & Harvie); and Messrs, 
Uptons, Johnson, Upton, & Budd. The selection will take 
place at the next meeting of the Board. 


JupgEs’ CHAMBERS.—The Chief Clerks in Chancery haveter- 
minated their sittings until Saturday the 8th, when the chambers 
will be closed from that day until Wednesday in Easter week, 
By a special order of the Lord Chancellor the ofttice of the 
Accountant-General will be opened .on Easter Monday and 
Tuesday for the payment of the April dividends. At common 
law Mr. Justice Lush, the vacation judge, will continue the 
sittings until the Thursday before Good Friday, and the offices 
will be closed on Easter Monday and Tuesday. Easter Term 
commences on Saturday, the loth, when the Lord Chancellor 
will receive the judges, and proceed in procession from his re- 
sidence in Great George-street, to Westminster-hall, 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS, 

FosteEr—On March 24, at 55, Belgrave-road, S.W., the wife of 
Edward J. Foster, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of 
a daughter. 

PuiLt1p—On March 26, at 22, Lauriston-gardens, The Meadows, 
Edinburgh, the wife of David Philip, Esq., Solicitor Supreme 
Courts, of a daughter. 

TemPpLE—On March 27, at No. 1, Rose Mount, Wallington, 
Surrey, the wife of Mr. John Alfred Temple, solicitor, of a 
daughter. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farpay, March 24, 1871. 
UNLIMITED 1N CHANCERY, 
Queen’s Benefit Building Society.—The Master of the Rolls has, by an 
order dated March 20, ordered that the above Societv be wound up 
by this court. Harper & Co, Rood-lane, solicitors fer the petitioners. 


| Waterloo and Whitehall Railway Company.—Petition for winding up, 


presented March 25, direeted to be heard before Vice Chancellor 
Malins on April 21. Batten, Gt George-st, Westminster, Solicitor for 
the petitioner. 

LimiTep 1n CHANCERY. ; 

Copper Miners’ Company of South Australia (Limited).—Petition for 
winding up, presented March 22, directed to be heard before Vice 
Chancellor Malins on Friday, April 21. Plant, Crosby Hall-chambers, 
Bishopsgate-st, solicitor for the petitioner. 
Tvuespay, March 28, 1871. 
LimITeD IN CHANCERY. 


fixed April 13 at 12, for the eppointment of an official liquidator. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, March 24, 1871. 


| Provident Society of Dancers and Teachers of Dancing of the United 


Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 96, St Martin’s-lane. March 24. 
TvuespayY, March 28, 187). 


Hants. March 18. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, March 24, 1871, 


V.C. Malins. Perry, Stourbridge. 

Bailey, Saml, Norbury, Sheffield, Esq. April 24. Wilkinson v Barber, 
M.R, Watson, Sheffield. 

Cross, Wm, Winsford, Chester, Timber Merchant, April 24. Bradbury 
v Cross, M.R. Party & Gamon, Chester. 

Curry. Geo, Norman-rd, Greenwich-rd, Engineer. April 24. Curry» 
Carry, V.C. Malins. Harris, Borough High-st, Southwark. 

Freeman, Albert Lamper, Bath. Creditors in England May 4; out of 
England Dec 4. Freeman v Mathieson, V.C. Malins. Watson, 
Coleman-st. 

Haines, Job, Tipton, Stafford, Coal Master. April 15. Fretweil 
Haines, M.R. Plaskitt, Gainsborough. i 

Hinrichsen, Hy, Highbury New-pk, Esq. Mayl. Grace  Hinrichsen, 
V.C. Stuart. Morris & Co. Finsbary-circus. 

Johnston, Wm, Standingstone, Cumberland, Innkeeper. April 20. 
Archer v Johnston, V.C. Stuart. Huthwaite, Maryport. 

Moore, Thos, St {Albans, Hertford, Innkeeper. April 20. Moore? 
Moore, V.C. Malins. Hodding, St. Mildred’s-ct, Poultry, 

Morris, Richd, Huddersfield, York, Merchant. April 24, Marphy? 
Morris, V.C. Bacon, Clough, Huddersfield. 

Offiey, Jas, Cliff. Pattingham, Stafford, Gent, April 24, Hamilton o Cart 
wright, M.R. Hawksford, Wolveraampton, 

taynor, Wm, Ely, Cambridge, Esq. May 2, Lees o Pate, V.C. Stuart. 
Tompson, & Co, : 

Wood, John, Cottesbrooke, Northampton, Agent. May 4. Milne ° 
Wood, V.C. Stuart. Markham, Northampton, 

: TurspaY, March 28, 1870, 

Carter, John, Loughrigg Holme, Grassmerd, Westmorland, Gent. 

April 17, Poole » Nicholson, MR. May & Co, Adelaide-pl, London 


Bridge 
May, Phitip, Moira House, Hampton Wick, Esq, April 16. May? 
May, V.C. Malins, Horn, King-st, St James’, 


ot 


i-~] 
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Paitson, Wm, Cumberland, Gent. April 20, Paitson v Paitson, V.C. 
Malins. McKelvin, Whitehaven. . 

Parker, Augustus, Hackney-rd, Gent. April21. Whitefoord v Osbiston 
V.C. Stuart. Gray & Berry, Edgware-rd 

“Velocity.” (Steamship). April 17. General Steam Navigation Com- 
pany v Engelhardt. V.C, Malins. Cattarns, Mark-lane. : 

Walker, Matthew Clement, Home Park Lodge, Lower Sydenham. April 
22, Povah v Walker, M. R. Lotts, Bartlett-bidgs, Holborn-circus. 


Next or Kin. 
Williams, Wm, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Gent. April 20. V.C. Malins. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frivay, March 17, 1871. 

Bent, Wm, Bedfont, Middlesex, Esq. May!. Nelson, Essex-st. Strand. 

Brettingham, Richd Freston, Curlton-rd, Maida Vaie, Esq. May 29. 
Rutter, Finsbury-circus, 

Buckland, Wm Thos, New Windsor, Berks, Surveyor. June 1. Darvill 
& Co, New Windsor. 

Curry, Ann, Lpool, Widow. May1. Laces & Co, Lpool. 

Deer, Webb, Boddicott, Oxford, Gent. June i. Kinch, Deddington. 

Dobie, Jonathan, Maryport, Cumberland, Painter. May 25. Collin, 
Maryport. 

Finch, Jeremiah Waring, Staines, Middlesex, Esq. May 3. Fisher & 
Fisher, Leadenhall-st. 

Fitzgera!d, Helena, Dover, Kent, Spinster. April 15. Day & Hassard, 
Great George-st, Westminster. 

Fitzjohn, John, Southsea, Southampton, Esq. April 15. Griffin, Great 
George-st, Westminster, ; 

Foote, Eliza, St. George’s-ter, Islington, Widow. May 10. King & 
Son, Brighton. 

Fieger, Isabella, Fleetwood, Lancashire, Spinster. 
“reston, 

Galioway, Saml, Stratford, Essex, Gent. April 25. Marsh, Billiter-st. 

Hoey, Hy Edwd, Yokohama, Japan. April 1. 
Basinghall-st. 

Holland, Wm, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Brewer. 
Cheltenham. 

Howlett, Sami, Bromley, Middlesex, Gent. 

Hunt, Hannah, Royal-cresent Notting-hill, Widow. 
King-st, Cheapside. 


May 5, Winder, 


May 11. Wheeler, 


April 25. Marsh, Billiter-st. 
May |. Potter, 


John, Walter, Assistant-Surgeon, Army Medical Staff. May 10, Pearce | 


& Marshall, Portsea. 

Jones, John, Benwell-rd, Highbury-pk, Gent, 
Leadenhal]-st. 

Julian, Frances Augusta, Plymouth, Devon, Spinster. 
Hildreth & Ommanney, Norfsik-st, Strand. 

Monfries, Laurie, Pwilypant, Glamorgan, Quarry Manager. 
Luard & Sherley, Cardiff. 

Parkinson, David, Stockport, Chester, May 10. 
Stockport. 

Beggen. Thos, Westbury, Wilts, Cordwainer. April 1. Pinniger & Son, 

estbury. 
Ray, Geo, Lyndhurst, Southampton, Tailor, May 1. Stead & Co 


April 22. 
April 26. 

May 1. 
Gent. 


msey, 
Sargeant, Thos, Burslem, Stafford, Butcher. »April 16. Walker, 


Burslem. 

ee John, Flixton, Lancashire, Estate Broker. April 30. Livett, 
lanch; 

Toulmin, Sam], Sim 
April 24. Walker 

Tuson, Thos, Preston, Lancashire, Gent. 


nm, New-sq, Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
Co, Southampton-st, Bloomsbury. 
May 5. Winder, Preston. 


\f 6 ] } K May 10. ton & Saltwell, , _ at le. 
sg) nay vray many on Lae anes aaa ai ar | Radcliffe, Amelia, Newlands Grange Farm, Northumberland, Spinster. 


Stone-bldgs, Lincoln’s-inn. 


Woodin, Richd Waterman, Bullington, Southampton,Gent. April 29. | 


Bailey, Winchester. 


TuespaY, March 28, 1871. 
Barber, Wm, Norwich, Bricklayer. May 8. Collins, Norwich. 
Blackmore, Dorothy, St Peter’s-sq, Hammersmith, Spinster, April 28. 
Whyte & Co, Bedford-row, 
Burgoyne, Hugh Talbot, Charing-cross, Westminster, Captain, April 22. 
Woodhead, 


& Co. 

Campbell, Hartley, Bishopwearmouth, Durham,Gent. April 29. Bell 
Sunderland. 

Chisholm, Mark, Fenwick Stead, Northumberlaud, Farmer, 
Sanderson, Berwick-upon-Tweed. 

Cook, John, Booth-st, Spitalfields, Dyer. May 13, Smith, New-sq, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

Cook, Mary, Booth-st, Spitalfields, Widow. May 18, Smith, New-sq, 


May 2. 


Lincoln’s-inn. 

Coomber, Saml, Sevenoaks, Kent, Carpenter. 
Knocker, Sevenoaks. 

Cope, Jas, Grove-pl, Lisson-grove, Gent. May |. 
St. James’s. : 

Cornish, Robt Stribling, Exeter, Surveyor. May 20. Carlyon, St 


Austell. ; 
a eer Anthony, Lpool, Stevedore. April 20. Teebay & Lynch 


pool, 
me Catherine, Brighton, Sussex, Spinster. May !. King & Son, 


righton. 
Davies, David, Wenallt-issa, Cardigan, Farmer. April 29. Lloyd, 
mpeter. 
Eyre. Very Rev, Monsignor Vincent Wm, Holly-pl, Hampstead. Mayl, 
Parker & Clarke, St Michael’s-alley, Cornhill. 
Williams, Chas, Biandford Forum, Dorset, Banker. April 21. 
& Bellyse, Blandford. 
Gannon, John, Foxley-rd, West Kensington, Merchant. May 1. 
Tucker & Co, hag Sa ag 
Shon, Alexenter, ton, Gloucester, Esq. May 1, Osborne & Co, 


tol. 
Gibson, Lancelot, Old Hartley, Northumberland, Engineer. 
Daglish & Stewart, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Goddard, Dennis, Stoke-by-Nayland, Suffolk, Gent. 
& Son, Colchester. 


April 21. Holeroft & 


Robinson Jermyn-st 


Fincham 





June l. Philbrick 


Hammond, Geo, Norwich, Qollector of Rates, May 8. Collins, 
Norwich 


ich, 





Davidsons, & Co, ! 


Glynes & Son, | 


Smith, | 


, Fletcher, Jas, Bradford, York, Grocer. 


| Huntington, Wm, Blackburn, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. 
| Lewis, Wm, Shrewsbury, Salop, Malster. 
; Penny, Alex, Dover, Kent, Comm Agent. 


April 27. | 


Harington, Anne Spencer, Herstmonceaux, Sussex, Widow. April 30. 
Baker & Co, Crosby-sq. 

Hoey, Henry Edward, Yokohama, Japan. Davidsons, Basinghall-st. 

Hornby, Richd, Tarleton, Lancaster, Innkeeper. May 1. Banks & 
Dean, Preston. 

Lear, Chas, Laverstoke, Wilts, Farmer. April 22. Bell & Freame, 
Gillingham. 

Loveless, Robert Old, Piddletrenthide, Dorset, Yeoman, April 12. 

Rookes & Bazeley, Bideford. 


Andrews & Pope, Dorchester. 
Pinckney, Madame, Bideford. April 8. 
Ravensdale, Thos, Holbeach Drove, Lincoln, Farmer. May!. Sturton, 
Holbeach. 
Robinson, 


Robertson, Alexander, Bury-st, St James’s, Gent. May 1. 
Jermyn-st, St James’s. 

Rowland, John Hy, Hatton garden, Esq. April 27. Sharpe & Co. 
Bedford-row. 

Singleton, Alice, Sleekburn, Northumberland, Spinster. 
Woodman, Morpeth. 

Singleton, Frances, Morpeth, Northumberland, Spinster. 
Woodman, Morpeth. 

Stead, John Wm, Gosport, Southampton, Gent. 
Gosport. 

Tower, Harvey, Victoria-sq, Pimlico, Col. June 1. 
Parliament-st. 

Turner, Rev John Laming, Napiereter, Dalston. 
& Co, South Sea House. 

Wellingham, Lavinia, Whitwell, Herts, Widow. 
Saxmundham, 

White, Thos, Eastergate, Sussex, Yeoman. April 21. Johnson & Raper, 
Chichester. 

Young, Sam!, Gillingham, Dorset, Gent, April 22. Bell & Freame, 
Gillingham. 

Bankrupts. 
Fripay, March 24, 1871. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Birks, Chas, & Hy Geo Stap, Winchester-ct, Monkwell-st, Comm Agents, 
Pet March 23. Roche. April 20 at 11. 

Crawford, Chas Geo, Leadenhall-st, Merchant. Pet Feb 20. Brougham. 
April 21 at 11. 

Paxman, Altd, Seven Sister’s-road, Holloway, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
March 24. Spring-Rice. April 13 at 12. 

Werner, Alex, Bishopsgate-st, Restaurant Proprietor. 
Murray. April 18 at ll. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Greaves, Geo, Wetherby, York, Tailor, Pet March 23. Perkins. York, 
April 12 at 12. 

Gregory, Chas, Birm, Coal Merchant. Pet March 23, Chauntler. Birm, 


April 25 at 10. 

a Richd, Lpool, Draper. Pet March 23. Hime. Lpool, April 14 
at 2.30. 

Hemsley, John Draper, Nottingham, Colliery Proprietor. Pet March 23; 
Patchitt. Nottingham, April |] at 12. 

Lumley, Jas Rutherford, Northampton, Major. Pet March25. Dennis. 


Northampton, April 15 at 3. 
Newbould, Fras, Clifton, York, Farmer. Pet March 24. Marshall. 
Leeds, April 20 at 11. 
Peel, Wm, Leeds, Baker. Pet March 24. Marshall. Leeds, April 20 
i 


atil. 
— Geo, Manch, Currier, Pet March 23. Kay, Manch, April 17 
i 


April 1. 
April 1. 
April 30. Wilkinson, 
Bircham & Co, 
May 1. Wordsworth 
May 31. Mayhew, 


Pet March 23. 


Pet March 24. Mortimer. Newcastle, April 18 at 12. 
Smith, Wm, Littletown, York, Card Maker. Pet March 23. Nelson. 
Dewsbury, April 13 at 3. 


| Vernon, Susannah, Thos Vernon, Jas Walter Holden, & Sam) Bullas, 


Pet March 23. Walker. Dud- 
Pet March 25. 


Dudley Port, Stafford, Iroumas:ers. 

ley, April 14 at 12. 
Willmot, John Peter, Plymouth, Devon, Chemist. 
Pearce. East Stonehouse, April 12 at 11. 
Tusspar, March 28, 1871. 

Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 

Crediturs must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 


| Balmer, Walter Hy, Dover, Kent, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet March 22. 


Callaway. Canterbury, April 12 at 2. 
Cook, Robt Martin, Had'ei®h, Suffolk, Auctioneer. Pet March 22. 
Pretyman. Ipswich, April 5 at 11. 
Eton, Hy Edgar, Selby Oak, Worcester, Chemist’s Assistant, Pet March 
20. Chauntler. Birm, April 5 at 3. 
Pet March 21, Robinson. 
Bradford, April 4 at 9. 


| Harman, Geo, & Timothy Harris Adey, Puckshole Mill, near Stroud, 


Gloucester, Cloth Manufacturer. Pet March 22. Wilton. Gloucester, 
April 5 as 13, 

Pet 
Bolton. 


March 22, Blackburn, April 5 at 1. 


Pet March 22, Peele, Shrews- 


Pet March 18, 

Canterbury, April 5 at 3. 

Rotheram, Philip, West Head, nr Ormskirk, Lancashire, Beerseller. Pet 
March 22. Hime. Lpool, April 14 at 2. 

Sanderson, John Harper, Sunderiand, Durham, Comm Agent. 
March ¥1. Ellis, Sunderland, April 13at 11. 

Saunders, Hugh Ward, Hove, Sussex, Gent. Pet March 21. Evershed: 
Brighton, April Is at I. 

Seoker, Robt, Faversham, Kent, Coal Merchant. Pet March 22. Call- 
away. Canterbury, April 5 at 3. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frrpar, March 24, 1891. 
Butler, Hy, Gt Castle-st, Regent-st, Clerk in the Admiralty. March 24. 


bury, April 5 at 11. 
: Callaway. 


Pet 
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Tuespay, March 24, 1871. 
Warden, Jas, St Austell, Cornwall, Miller. March 9. 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, March 24, 1871. 

Adams, Chas John, Coatham Redcar, York, Architect, April 8at J1, at 
the Black Lion Hotel, High-st, Stockton-on-Tees. Dodds & Trotter. 

Adams, Robt & Jas Chas Clewlow, Stafford, Boot Manufacturers. April 
12 at 11, at offices of Brough, St Mary’ s-pl, Stafford 

Baker, John, Truro, Cornwall, Ironmonger, April 13 at 11, at office of 
Carlyon & Paull, Quay-st, Truro. 

Barnett, Geo, Worcester, Grocer. April 10 at 11, at office of Rea, Fore- 
gate-st, Worcester. 

Bass, John, Danbury, Essex, Farmer, April 6 at 2, at the Inns of Court 
Hotel, Holborn, Conquest, Bedford. 

Ba xter, John, Norwich, Licensed Victualler. April 10 at 12, at office 
of Sadd, jr, Charch-st, Theatre-st, Norwich. 

Bell, Wm. Hanley, Stafford, Draper. April7 at 3,at the Saracen’s Head 

Hotel, Hanley. Tennant, Hanley. 


Bex, Geo, Sedlescomb, Sussex, Grocer. April 8 at 12, at the County 


C ourt-office, Bank-bldgs, Hastings. Langham. ‘ 

Broo ke, Thos, Marylebone-lane, Ale House Keeper. April 11 at 3, at 
office of Taylor, Old Burlington-st. 

Clarke, Hy Edwards Snell, Queen-st, Webber-st, Blackfriars-r2, Baker. 
April 21 at 3, at offices of Bilton, Coleman-st. 

Cliftord, Catherine Jones, Rainhill, Lancashire, Grocer. April 11 at 2, 
at offices of Ivey, South John-st, Lpool. 

Constable, Joseph, Lordship-lane, Dulwich, Farmer. April 12 at 3, at 
offices of Rigby, Botolph-lane. 

Cornelius, Geo, Broke-rd, Daiston, Boot Manufacturer. April 10 at 3, at 
offices of Thwaits, Basinghall-st. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Cook, John Stephenson, :eeds, Provision Dealer. April 13 at 11, at 
offices of North & Sons, East-parade, Leeds. 

Crawford, Chas Geo & Wm Cruickshank, Leadenhall-st, East India 
Merchants. April 6 at 4, at offices of Hart Brothers, Moorgate-st. 
Rose & Co. 

Dronfield, Join, Bolsterstone, York, Publican. April 7 at 2, at offices 
Parkin, North Church-st, Sheffield. 

Fawcett, Benj. Lincoln, out of business. April 15 at 11, at office of Rex, 
Saltergate, Lincoln. 

Flint, Wm, Bloxham, Oxford, Baker. April8 at 2, at the White Lion 
Hotel, High-st, Banbury. Heming. 

Flintoff, Geo, Gt Queen-st, Westminster, Civil Engineer. April 10 at 2, 
at offices of Durant, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Freestone, John & John Hatter, Westbury, Wilts, Labourers. April 11 
at 1, at the Lopes’ Arms Hotel, Westbury, Shrapnel), Bradford. 

Gilbert, Thos Field, Strand, Parliamentary Agent. April 5 at 2, at 
offices of Smith & Co, Bread-st, Cheapside. 

Gourley, Wm, High-st. Wapping, Ship Chandler. April 13 at 12, at 
offices of Smart & Co, Cheapside. Lowless & Co. 

Gravenor, Wm John, Scrooby, Nottingham, Farmer. April 11, at 10, at 
offices of Newton & Jones, The Square, East Retford. 

Hall, Chas :aml, Birm, Saddler’s Factor. April 12 at 12, at offices of 
Parkes, Ann-st, Birm, Griffin, Birm. 

Hanning, Jas & Wm Worth Rowe, puch, Tailors. April 18 at il, at 
offices of Watts, Cooper-st, Manch. 

Harding, Jacob, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Tailor. April 12 at 2, at offices of 
Bidgood, Arcade-chambers, Cardiff. Yorath, Cardiff. 

Hargate, Kichd & Jas Hargute, Darfield, York, Bootmakers. April 14 
at 5, at the Coach and Horses-inn, Barnsley. Sugg, Sheffield. 

Hatton, Geo, Woodha!ll-pl, Brixton, Tronmonger. April 12 at 2, at offices 
ot Moss, Gracechurch-st. 

Hookway, Jas Wm,Exeter, Baker. April 14 at 12, at the County Court- 
office, Bedford-cireus, Exeter. 

Hopkins, Louisa, Leighton Buzzard, Bedford, Butcher. April 18 at 1.30, 
at offices of Pettit, Leighton Buzzard. 

Hyde, Hy & John Sheldrick, Manch, Tailors, March 12 at 3, at offices 
of Peacock, Manch. 

Johnson, Geo Gee, Leicester, Corn Dealer. April 10 at 12, at offices of 
Marris & Son, Friar-lane, Leicester. 

Jones, Mary Ann, Newport, Monmouth, Innkeeper. April 14 at 11, at 
office of Gibbs, Commercial-st, Newport. 

Joslin, Wm, Knight’ -hill, Lower Norwood, Baker. April 14 at 2, at 
office of Walls, Walbrook. 

King, Mary Ada, & Sarah Emma King, Eastbourne, Sussex, School 
Mistre-ses. April 10 at 4, at offices of Stiff, Cornfield-rd, Eastbourne. 

Martin, Hy Geo, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. April 8 at 11, at offices 
of Sewell, Grey-st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Meadows, Hackett, Kingston-upon-Hall, Fish Salesman. April 5 at 10, 
at onset Jacobs, County-bidgs, Land of Green Ginger, Kingston- 
Upon-fia 

Morse, John Wm, Cannon-st, postentont Keeper. April 6 at 3, at offices 
of Thwaite, Basinghall-st. Dobie, Basinghall-st, 

Morton, Robert Ashton, Boston, Lincoln, Tailor. April 11 at 2, at offices 
of Honey & Co, King-st, Cheapside. Greenfield, Basinghall-st. 

Mothersill, Robt, Lpool, Sewing Machine Dealer. April 10 at 12, at 
office of "Barker, Clayton-st, Lpool. 

Neslen, Fulleretta, & Eliz Nesien, Gt Yarmouth, wane. Milliners. 
April 10 at 2, at office of Cafaude, King-st, Gt Yarmouth 

Nevill, Joseph, Lichfield, Plumber. April 10 at i2, at the George 
Hotel, Lichfield. Glover. 

Norris, Jas, Lpool, Confectioner. April 11 at 3, at office of Harris, 
Union-cr, Castie-st, Lpool. 

Oelrichs, Gustave Albert, Hawkhurst Lodge, Lower Sydenham, no occu- 
pation. April lZat |, Wardrobe-terrace,Doctors’-commons. Newbon. 
Patey, John Wells, Coinbrook, Bucks, Grocer. April 8 at 2, at offices of 

Holloway, Balls Pond-rd, Islington. Pope, Fenchurch-st. 

Paull,Jobn, Langford, Somerset, Gent. April 10 at 12, at offices of 
Hancock & Co, John-st, Bristol. Benson & Elietson 

Porter, Geo, Stilton, Huntingdon, Grocer, April 6 at 12, at offices of 
Gaches, Market pi, Peterbor 

Richards, Richard, Cambridge-rd, Kilburn, Builder. April 10 at 1, at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Williams, Alfred-pl, Bedford-sq. 

Salsbury, Jas, Scarborough, York, Hatter. April li ut 12, at offices of 
Simpson, Albion-st, Leeds, 

Seldon, Jas Freak, Truro, Cornwall, Plumber. April 14 at 11, at offices 
ot Cariyon & Paall, Quay-st, Truro, 


Semark, Fredk, Bedford, Ironmonger. April 10 at 2, at the Inns of 
Court "Hotel, Holborn. Conquest, Bedford. 

Steele, Geo, Newcastle-under-Lyne, Stafford, Draper. April 10 at 3, at 
the Crewe Arms, Crewe. Tennant, Hanley. 

Stodard, Percy, & Hy Cummins Harvey, Birm, Lock Manufacturers, 
April 6 at 11, Union-st, Birm. Barber. 

Stuttard, Matthew, Burnley, Lancashire, Innkeeper. April 11 at 12, at 
4, Hargreaves-st, Burnley. Handsley & Artindale. 

Tarelli, Geo Holborn, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Importer of Fancy Goods, 
April 11 at 11, at office of Falconar, Clayton-st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

Taylor, Abrabam, Coventry, Draper. April 6 at 12, at the Castle Hotel, 
Bond-gate, Coventry. Davis, Coventry 

Taylor, Hy, Warwick, Coachbuilder. April 13 at 11, at office of Sander- 
son, Northgate-st, Warwick. 

Thurstan, Josiah, Leek, Stafford, Grocer. April 11 at 2, at offices of 
Hackey & Allen, St Edward-st, Leek. 

Torre, De la, Manuel Garcia, jun, Lime-street, Sherry Shipper. March: 
17 at 12, at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham-street. ‘Treherne & 
Wolferstan, Ironmonger-lane, Cheapside, 

Vooght, Wm, Palmerston-rd, Kilburn-rise, Baker. April 11 at 11, at 
24, Lower Phillimore pl, Kennington. Patton, 

Whittaker, Robt, Manch, Wine Merchant. April 19 at 3, at offices of 
Richardson, Princess-st, Manch, 

Whitaker, Thos Langdon, Westgate-bay, nr Margate, Kent, Builder. 
April 17 at 3, at office of Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Wood, Wm, Birm, Auctioneer’s Clerk, April 6 at 11, at offices of Bur- 
ton, Union-passage, Birm. 


Tuzspay, March 28, 1871, 

Arnold, Isaac, Poachfield, Isle of Wight, Licensed Victualler. April 5 
at 4, at office of Hooper, Newport, Isle of Wight. 

Attwood, Walter, Weyhill, Southampton, Tailor. April 8 at 11, at the 
Sun-inn, Weyhill. 

Bagley, Wm, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. 
of Stephens, Bute-crescent, Bute-docks, Card 

Bolshaw, Hy, Holmes Chapel, Sandbach, amy "Grocer. April 12 at 
12, at house of Bolshaw, Holmes Chapel, Sandbach. Salt, Tunstall. 

Booth, Geo, Cotmanhay, Derby, Joiner. April 10 at 10, at offices of 
Acton, Imperial-bldgs, Victoria-st, Nottingham. 

Bush, Hy, Alexander-rd, Norwood, Builder. April 18 at 2, at office of 
Brewer, Mark-lane. 

Cannon, Wm Wilsher, Maulden, Bedford, Miner. April 6 at 3, at office 
of Wade, Shefford. 

Chadwick. Benj, Burnley, Lancashire, "Wine Dealer. April 5at 3, at 
office of Nowell, Manchester-rd, Burnley. 
Chamberlain, Wm & Jas Chamberlain, Lancaster, Cabinet Makers. 
April 5 at 11, at office of Holden, Church-st, Lancaster, Lancashire. 
Coleman. Edwd, South Lambeth-rd, Comm Agent. April 3 at 3, at the 
Angel Hotel, Pentonville-rd. 

Colley, Thos, Stafford, Joiner. April4at 3, at the Saracen’s Head 
Hotel, Hanley. Sherratt, Talk-on-the-Hill, Lawton. 

Cornell, Thos Elsom, Hart-st, Mark-lane, Wine Merchant. April 12 at 
3, at offices of Nicholson, Gresham-st. Montagu. 

Cowley, John, Norton-juxta-Kempsey, Worcester, Farmer. April 10 at - 
11, at offices of Pitt, Foregate-st, Worcester. 

Dawson, Robt, Gt Grimsby, Confectioner. April 5 at 12, at offices of 
Grange & Wintringham, West St Mary’s-gate, Gt Grimsby. 

Deighton, John, Lindley, York, Provision Dealer, April 6 at 3, at offices 
of Granger, Albion-st, Leeds. 

Doughty, Wm, Rugeley, Stafford, Tailor. April 10 at 11, at office of 
Crabb, Talbot ter, Rugeley. 

Duddy, Geo Fredk, Winey, Oxford-st. April 6 at 12, at offices of 
Buchanan, Basinghall-st 

Durrant, Thos, Worcester, Boot Maker. Aprilll at 3, at offices of Tree, 
Broad-st, Worcester. 

Evans, Evan Harris, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Draper. April 6 at 1, at 
the New-inn Hotel, Ponty pridd, Thomas, ‘Pontypri idd, 

Fitt, Thos Wm, Bugton, Norfolk, Saddler. March 6 at 11, office of 
Sharpe, Queen-st, Norwich. 

Ford, Reuben, Birm, Mill Sawyer. April 6 at 38, at offices of Ansell, 
Temple-st, Birm. 

Ford, Richd, Heaton Norris, Stockport, Draper. April 4at 2, at the 
Brunswick Hotel, Piccadilly, Manch. Johnston, Stockport. 
Galpin, Sidney, Emanuel, Hensridge, Somerset, Tailor. Apri 6 atll, 
Worthy’s Royal Hotel, Temple Combe, Somerset. Cooper, A hadathag 
Goldstein, Martin, Adolf, Manch, Clothier. April 11 at 2 at offices of 
Brown, Dickinson-st, Manch. 

Gregory, Thos Jas, Newport, Monmouth, Comm Agent. April 5 at 12, 
at office of Cathcart, Bridge-st, Baneswell, Newport. 

Haseltine, Richd, Tettenhall, Stafford, Grocer. March 27 at 12, at office 
of Crowther & Co, Bath- -chambers, York-st, Manch. Kennedy, Birm. 


Haseltine, Richd, Tettenhall, Stafford, Grocer. Aes at 12, at the 
Angel Hotel, Market-st, Manch, Kennedy, Bir: 
Holland, Joseph, Gt Barford, Bedford, Saddler. ‘April 6 at 12, at office 
Stimson, Millest, Bedford 
Howard, Chas, Sheffield, Joiner, April 5 at 4, office of Binney & Son, 
North Church-st, Sheffield. 
a Romford, Essex, Tailor. April 6 at 2, at office of Rawlings, 
ishopsgate-st, Within. 
Horfore Dani, Brunswick-p), City-rd, Draper’s Assistant. April 4 at 
12, at ‘office ot Vining & Son, oorgate-st-bldgs. 
Johnson, Geo Wm & Wm Thos Williams, Ely-pl, Holborn, Wholesale 
Jewellers. April 6 at 2, at office of Salaman, St Swithin’s-lane. 
Jones, David, oes — April 11 at 1, at the Townhall, Car- 
marthen. Evans, 
Jones, John, Little “Wentowk Salop, Farmer. April 10 at 11, at offices 
of Knowles & Son, Church-st, Wellington 
Jukes, Arthur, Rock Ferry, Chester, Merchant. April 10 at 2, at offices 
of Evans & Lockett, Commerce-chambers, Lord-st, Lpool. 
King, Thos, Hastings, Sussex, Innkeeper. April 6 at 3, at offices of 
Philbrick, Havelock-rd, Hastin, 67 
Landon, Jas, es. Poplar, Licensed Victualler. April 10 at 1. at 
offices of Hoberta, King ilifam~st. 
Lewis, Richa Edwd, Weston, Salop, Farmer. April 6 at 3, at the Swan 
Hotel, Bridgenorth. Clarke, Shrewsbury. 
Longbottom, Joseph, Scarborough, York, House Agent, April 6 at |!, 
at Hart’s Auction Koom, Hunwriss-row, Scarborough. Spurr, Scar- 


a 4 at 12, at offices. 





borough. 
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Lyons, Morris, Birm, Surgeon-Dentist. April 5 at 12, at 52, New street, 
Birm. Kennedy, Birm. 

Marley, Jas, South Bank, York, Innkeeper. April 1 at 2.30, at offices of 
Braithwaite, Albert-rd. Middlesborough. Bainbridge, Middlesborough. 

Milne, Joseph, Mincing-lane, Sugar Broker. April 12 at 3, at offices of 
Carter & Bell, Leadenhall-st. 

Moore, Sam], Pentonville-rd, Draper. April 12 at 12, at 145, Cheapside. 
Kynaston & Gasquet, King’s Arms-yd. 

Mutzell, Chas Richd, Mark-lane, Comm Merchant. April 17 at 3, at 
offices of Harcourt & McArthur, Moorgate-st. 

Packman, Wm Goldup, St Neot’s, Huntingdon, Veterinary Surgeon. 
April 6 at 2, at office of Stimp » Mill-st, Bedford 

Parry, Thos, Tonyrefail, Liantrissent, Glamorgan, Shoemaker. April 
3 at 2, at offices of Thomas, Mill-st, Pontypridd. 

Pickersgill, Richd, Burnley, Lancashire, Boot Dealer. April 6 at 12, at 
office of Rook & Midgley, Bank-bldgs, Boor-lane, Leeds. 

Price, David Griffith, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Builder. April 4 at 11, at 
offices of Morgan, Highest, Cardiff. 

Rosson, Chas, Birm, Gunmaker. April 10 at 11,30, at offices of Bur- 
man, Cannon-st, Birm. 

Sims, Wm, Huddersfield, York, Shopkeeper. April 10 at 11, at office of 
Milnes, Victoria-bldgs, New-st, Huddersfield. 

Smallbone, Saml, Odiham, Southampton, Baker, 
of Chandler, Charch-st, Basingstoke. 

Solloway, Thos, jun, Oxford, Butcher, April 5 at 2, at office of Thomp- 
son, Church-st, St Ebbs, Oxford. 

Stratton, Robt, Newport, Builder. 
Newport, I. W. 

Tratt, Wm Geo, Gravesend, Kent, Tobacconist. April6 at 1, at the 
Railway Tavern, Gravesend. Head & Coode, Mark-lane. 

Verey, Felix Hy, Southsea, Hants, Pork Butcher. April 6 at 3, at office 
of Ford, Queen-st, Portsea. 

Warren, Richd Ward, Leicester, Draper. April 6 at 3, at offices of Fow- 
ler & Smith, Hotel-st, Leicester. r 

Webber, Thos, Aston, Birm, Agent. April 6 at 12, at office of Ladbury, 
Newhall-st, Birm. 

Wenlock, John, Lpool, Grocer. April 6 at 3. at office of Ponton, 
Vernon-chambers, Vernon-st, Lpool. 

Wickenden, Robt, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Bootmaker. 
office of Hooper, Newport, I.W. 

Wilson, Geo, Colchester, Essex, Commercial Traveller. 
offices of Smythies & Co, North-hill, Colchester. 

Wilson, Geo Danl, Wm Froggatt & Thos Bright Wilson, Creesbrook, 
Derby, Manufacturers of Cotton. April 5 at 3, at offices of Sale & Co, 
Booth-st, Manchi. 

Wright, Hy. Southampton, Oil Merchant. April 1 at 12, at office of 
Nicholls & Leatherdale, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Wright, John, Rochester, Kent, Civil Engineer. 
of Haywood, High-st, Rochester. 

Wynne, John Hodgson, Barnsley, York, Boot Dealer. April 6 at 2, at 
office of Earle, Market-st, Sheffield. Dyson, Sheffield. 





April 6 at 1, at offices 


April 5 at 2, at office of Hooper, 


April 5 at 3, at 
April 6 at 3, at 








LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


(x RESH AM 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E,C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

j Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
orm :— 


Proposat ror Loan on MortGacrs, 


Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annualor other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
ings, state the net annual income). 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effectad with the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretarv. 


‘The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts ‘supplied on the shortest notice 








The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designe? 
and executed. No charge for sketches, Companies Fee Stamps 
Rallway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants'-inn) 


—, ———— 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—ENTIRE CHANGE 
of ENTERTAINMENTS,—Professor Pepper on Astronomy, with 
Grand Orrery and Sacred Music, on Thursdays, at 2.15—Collins’ Ode to 
the Passions, illustrated in Living Statuary, resembling White Marble, 
by Madame Bonsfield, daily—Mr. Grossmith, Jun.’s, New and Humorous 
Entertainment, entitled Human Oddities—Valentine Vox resuscitated 
by Mr. Davies; and many other Entertainments. Opon daily, front 
12 te 5 and 7 to 10. 


‘INE FLAVOURED STRONG BEEF TEA at 

about 24d. a pint. ASK FOR LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT 

of Meat, requiring Baron Liebig the Inventor’s Signature on every 
Jar, being the only guarantee of genuineness. 








April 24 at 4, at office « 





NEW AND CHEAPER —— ° apnea TO THE PRESENT 


In One Volume, fep. 8v0, pp. 882, price 7s. 6d., 
pas CABINET LAWYER; a Popular Digest of 
the Laws of England, Civil, Criminal, and Constitutional; in- 
tended for Practical Use and General Information, and adapted for the 
Reference of Solicitors, Attorneys, Magistrates, Justices of the Peace, 
Members of Parliament, and Country Gentlemen. Twenty-third Edi- 
tion, corrected and brought up to the Present Date. 
London: Lonemans, Green & Co., Paternoster-row. 

ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 
}' LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is pub!ished on the first day of each month,. 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or will be sent by post in return for two stamps.— Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 


SLER’S CRYSTAL GLASS CHANDELIERS. 
TABLE GLASS OF ALL KINDS, 
CHANDELIERS IN BRONZE AND ORMOLU. 
Moderator Lamps, and Lamps for India. 
LONDON—Show Rooms, 45, OXFORD-STREET, W. 
BIRMINGHAM—Manufactory and Show Rooms, Broad-street. 


STRINGENT LOZENGES OF THE RED 
vs GUM OF AUSTRALIA.—For Reiaxed Throat, in Bottles, 2s. 
MURIATE OF AMMONIA LOZENGES. 
In Bottles, 2s, 








Useful for Bronchitis, by loosening the phlegm and 
preventing violent fits of coughing. 
P. & P. W. SQUIRE, 
Chemists on the Establishment in Ordinary to 
THE QUEEN. 
(Gazetted August 8th, 1837—December 31st, 1867.) 
277, OXFORD STREET, LONDON. 





ESTABLISHED A.D, 1700. 


URNISH YOUR HOUSE at DEANE’S. 
ILLUSTRATED CATALOGUE, 

With Priced Furnishing List, Gratis and Post Free. 
DEANE’S—Celebrated Table Cutlery, every variety of style and finish. 
DEANE’sS—Electro-plated Spoons and Forks, best manufacture. 
DEANE’S—Electro-plated Tea & Coffee Sets, Liqueur Stands, Cruets, &c. 
DEANE’S—Dish Covers and Hot Water Dishes, Covers in Sets, from 18s.. 
DEANE’S—Papier-mache Tea Trays, in Sets, from 2!s., newest patterns. 
DEANE’S—Bronzed Tea and Coffee Urns, with Patent Improvements. 
DEANE’S -Copper and Brass Goods, Kettles, Stew and Preserving Pans. 
DEANE’S—Moderator and Rock Oil Lamps, a large and handsomestock 
DEANE’S— Domestic Baths for every purpose. Bathrooms fitted complete. 
DEANE’S—Fenders aud Fire-irons, in all modern and approved pattercs. 
DEANE’S—Bedsteads, in Iron and Brass, Bedding of superior quality. 
DEANE’S—Ragister Stoves, London-made Kitcheners, Ranges, &c. 
DEANE’S—Cornices and Cornice Poles, a great variety of patterns. 
DEANE’S—Tin and Japan Goods, Iron Ware, and Culinary Utensils. 
DEANE’S—Turnery, Brushes, Mats, &c., strong and serviceable. 
DEANE’S—Horticultural Tools, Lawn Mowers, Garden &e 
DEANE’S—Gas Chandeliers, Newly designed Patterns. 

A discount ot five per cent. for cash payments of £2 and upwards. 
DEANE & Co., 46 (King Williaim-street), LONDON-BRIDGE. 
SULPHUR BATH 3 la Turkey in your own 
< room for a penny, equal to what you must pay in London 3s. 
for. This valuable preparation is distilled from the famous Sulphur 
Springs of Tivoli, Italy, celebrated throughout the world for their 
marvellous cures of all Skin Diseases, Paralysis, Rheumatism, Indiges- 
tion, Nervorsness, &c. 

The Preparation, or the Waters it is obtained from by great trouble 
and expense, have never been known to fail in relieving sufferers from 
any of the maladies mentioned. Persons of wealth and influexce 
from all countries daily visit these waters, and derive the benefit they 
desire. 

The manufacturers of this marvellous but truly genuine article have, 
however, placed the same benefits before the million, who may obtain 
the same relief without leaving their houses or going to any expense. 
The celebrated water of Tivoli can be used in your own room daily in a 
more effective manner than by bathing in the waters, by adopting the 
Turkish system with the Concentrazed Essence. It is in the reach of 
every one, for the cost of each bath is only one penny. A common size 
bath and to follow the instructions contained in each parcel are the only 
implements required, Try no complicated preparations but that of 
Nature, and you will do well, A quantity sufficient for 60 baths sent 
for 5s., or 100 baths for 8s., carriage paid direct from the Sole Con- 
signees in Great Britain, Jackson, Belview, & Co, Central-chambers, 
South Castle-street, Liverpool, or most Chemists, Manufa d and 
prepared by Guiseppe Martino, Rue de Babeno, La Corso, Rome. 


‘BILLS OF COMPLAINT. 


ILLS of COMPLAINT, 5/6 per page for 20 
copies, from which price a lange discount will be allowed if cash 
is paid immediately on completion of order, : 
Yarrs & ALexanper, Baw Printers, Symonds-inn, Chanoery-lane. 
RINTING of EVERY DESCRIPTION, ’ 
Parliamentary and General—Newspapers, Books, . 
Pronpectuses, Circulars, &c.—with promptitude and at moderate 
charges, 
Yawn & ALEXANDER, ee (and Church-passage), Chancery- 
ame. 
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BONUS YEAR—SPECIAL NOTICE. 


Clerical, Wedical, & General Hite Assurance Saciein. 


ANNUAL INCOME, steadily increasing 


ASSURANCE FUND, safely invested ... 


we 230,855 
£1,707,769 





The Ninth Bonus will be declared in January, 1872, and all With-Profit Policies in force on 30th June, 187t, will participate, so that Persous 
who complete such Assurances before June 30th next will share in that Division, although one Premium on'y will have been paid. 
Report and Ba ance Sheets, For.ns of Proposal, and every information can be obtained of 


GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actuary anp SECRETARY, 
13, St. James’s-square, London, 8.W, 





AW FIRE INSURANCE SOCIETY. 
Offices, Chancery-lane, London. 
Subscribed Capital, £5,000,000. 


TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon. Lord Chelmsford. 
The Right Hon, Lord Truro, 
The Right Hon. Lord Brougham. 
The Right Hon. Sir William Bovill, the Lord Chief Justice of the 
Common Pleas. 
The Right Hon, The Recorder of London, M.P. 
The Right Hon. John Robert Mowbray, M.P. 
The Hon. the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins. 
Insurances expiring at ‘Lady Day should be renewed within 15 days 


| 
| 
| 


| 


thereafter, at the Offices of the Society, or with any of its Agents | 


throughout the country. 
GEORGE WILLIAM BELL, Secretary. 





AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 

COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 

Capital, One Million Sterling, fully sabscribed by upwards of 450 share- 
holders, nearly all of whom are members of the legal profession. 

Chairman—Sir Witt1am Foster, Bart., Norwich. 
Deputy-Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith- 
building, Temple. 
The Capital subscribed and Funds in hand amount to upwards of 
£1,250,000, affording unquestionable security. 


bisa NATIONAL REVERSIONARY INVEST- 
MENT COMPANY. 


Instituted 1837, for the Purchase of Absolute or Contingent Reversions, 
Life Interests, and Policies of Assurance on Lives. 


Orrice—63, OLD BROAD STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Joun PEMBERTON HeYwoop, Esq., Chairman. 

Cuartes N. Witpe, Esq., Deputy-Chairman. 
Solicitors— Messrs. Itirre, Russect & Ivirre, Bedford-row. 
Actuary—RosBert ToexEr, Esq. 

Forms for submitting Proposals for Sale may be obtained at the 


Offices of the Company, 
G. A. RENDALL, Secretary. 





ONDON and NORTH WESTERN. RAILWAY 
COMPANY 


M . 
FOUR PER CENT, PERPETUAL DEBENTURE STOCK. 

The Directors are PREPARED to receive APPLICATIONS for the 
issue, at par, of portions of the Company’s FOUR. PER CENT. PER- 
PETUAL DEBENTURE STOCK, to be inscribed on the Books of the 
Company in the names of applicants free of all expense. 

A commission of one-half per cent. is allowed to applicants. 

The stock thus raised will be entitled to the same priority against the 


| property and income of the Company as the Debenture Bond Debt, 


The Directors invite particular attention to the new form of Life | 
| nually. 


Policy, which is free from all conditions. 


The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interests and | 
| scribed for and transferred. 


Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectuses and every information, sent, post free, on application to 


FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


(JUARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE OFFICE. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
DIRECTORS, 
Cualnman—Frederick H. Janson, Esq. 
Derury-CaairMan—James Goodson, Esq. 

Henry Hulse Berens, Esq. Richard M. Harvey, Esq. 

Hy. Bonham-Carter, Esq. J. G. Hubbard, * 

Charles Wm. Curtis, Esq. G. J. Shaw Lefevre, Esq., M.P. 

Charles F. Devas, Esq. John Martin, Esq. 

Francis Hart Dyke, Esq. Augustus Prevost, Esq. 

Sir W. R. Farquhar, Bart. Abraham J. Robarts, Esq. 

Alban G. H. Gibbs, Esq. William Steven, Esq. ° 

Archibald Hamilton, Esq. | John G. Talbot, Esq.,M.P. 

Thomson Hankey, Esq. |} Henry Vigne, Esq. 

SecreTary—Thos. Tallemach, Esq. Actuary—Saml. Brown, Esq. 

N.B.—Fire Policies which expire at Lady-day must be renewed at 
the Head Office, or with the Agents, on or before the 8th of April. 

Prospectus and Forms of Proposal, with the Actuary’s Valuation and 
Statement of the Assets and Liabilities in the Life Branch, free on ap- 
plication to the Company’s Agents, or to the Secretary. 


R OCK LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY. 
Established a.p. 1806, 
No. 15, New Bripoe-staret, Buacxrnrians, Lonpon, E.C. 


ACCUMULATED FUND more than THREE MILLIONS STERLING, 
invested in Mortgages on Land, and other first class Securities :— 
Som Assured—Inclasive of Bonus additions—on the 
20th August, 1468 £5,380,750 2 11 
Estimated Liability thereon ............ sbboctesesstcertesoennes AMOI Wee @: A 
Being less than one-half the Fund invested. 
Total amount of Bonus Additions made to Policies...... 2,895,059 19 9 
NON-FORFEITURE OF POLICIES. 
Fall reserved values of Policies allowed for surrender, less_10 per 
cent. only, in addition to the value of any Bonus allotted to the Policy. 


In cases in which the assured elect to take an irredeemable policy, 
free from all future ordinary premiums, in lieu of the surrender value 
in cash, no deduction whatever is made. 











Policies at an increase of 20 per cent. on the premium, convertible | 


into poiicies free from all future ordinary premiums, for the full amount 
of the premioms paid at the period of conversion. 

Copies of the Annual Reports and Balance Sheets, as well as of the 
Periodica} Valuation Accounts, Tables of Rates, and every information 
to be obtained on application. 

JOHN RAYDEN, Actuary. 


H. W. PORTER, Sub-Actuary, 





ranking before the Company’s stock and share capital, representing 
nearly forty millions (£49,000,000), and will be the first charge on a net 
income now amounting to upwards of three millions (£3,000,000) an- 


Any amount of stock, not being a fraction of a pound, can be sub- 


The stamp duty on transfers of this stock is 2s. 6d. per cent. on the 
nominal amount of stock conveyed, a duty considerably less than that — 


| payable on the transfer of other stocks and shares. 


The interest will commence from the date when the money is placed to 
the Company’s credit, and will be paid half-yearly, on the 15th January 
and 15th July. 

Forms of application may be obtained by letter addressed to the un- 
dersigned. STEPHEN REAY, Secretary. 

Euston Station. 





INHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
BANKERS, 
Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., The NATIONAL BANK OF 
SCOTLAND, and the BANK OF ENGLAND, 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 

At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
ditto ditto 6 ditto ditto 
At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditte 

BI11s issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection, 

Sates anv Purcuases effected in British and foreign securities, io 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions Jrealised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian, transacted, 

J, THOMSON, Chairman, 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN (many yearswith the late George 

ll), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 

the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 

of Hse! ate years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., 

and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise- 

ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 
File of “ London Gazette ” kept for reference. 


ESSRS. CADLE & BUBB’S LAND and 

; ESTATE REGISTER of town and country residences, shooting 
and fishing quarters, can be obtained on the Ist of each month on ap- 
plication at the West Midland and South Wales Land Improvement and 
— Offices, 52, Chancery-lane, London, E.C., and Clarence-street, 








